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Abstract 
Breaching the Cosmic Order 
Archie T. Wright 
The research presented here is concerned with the reception history of Genesis 
6.1-4 in early Enochic and Phi Ionic Judaism during the Second Temple Period. I 
suggest that the non-specificity inherent in the biblical text of Genesis 6.1-4 
opened the basis for the later emergence of an aetiology of evil spirits as Jewish 
authors engaged with the text. As a result, Genesis 6.1-4, particularly its 
interpretation in 1 Enoch 6-16, played an important part in the development of 
demonology in Judaism during the Second Temple Period. 
My interest in this topic stems from what appears to be an unusual rise in 
recording demonic activity in the Synoptic Gospels when compared to the lack of 
such events in the Hebrew Bible. The significance of demonic activity, such as 
possession or affliction of humans and exorcism of evil spirits in the New 
Testament, perhaps denotes a shift in the perception of the demonic has occurred 
within Judaism. The understanding found in Jewish Scriptures (both Hebrew and 
Greek traditions) of demonic affliction does not include references to autonomous 
or semi-autonomous evil spirits. The passages we find in the HB represent evil 
spirits as operating under the authority of God, which are used by him to punish or 
to test the faith of his people. 
The project is divided into four major sections with a brief introduction and 
conclusion. The first section includes a review of the history of research of the 
Book of TVatchers since the publication of J. T. Milik's The Books of Enoch: 
Aramaic Fragments of Qumran Cave 4 in 1976. In the second section, I present 
the biblical tradition of Genesis 6.1-4~ the possible themes found within the 
passage, and various interpretations of the text in Early Judaism. The third section 
details the reception of the Genesis passage in the Enochic literature. This section 
suggests how the author of the Book of Watchers adapted the various traditions 
that are described in section two. The Watcher tradition is taken up in other post-
biblical literature (e.g. Dead Sea Scrolls) in which it assumes further elements of 
the developing demonology and anthropology that can be found in the Gospels 
and other early Christian documents. The fourth section discusses the reception of 
Genesis 6.1-4 in the writings of Philo of Alexandria's. The scope of the project 
does not allow me to deal specifically with any of the New Testament passages 
that refer to demonic affliction or possession. Instead, my hope is to lay a 
foundation by which we can better understand the nature of evil spirits in Jewish 
thought and to explore how this nature, variously conceived, relates to the 
question of anthropology. What understanding of the human being is assumed 
when invasion or affliction by demons is described? 
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Chapter 1 
Introduction 
1.1 The Problem 
The research presented here is concerned with the reception history of Genesis 
6.1-4 in early Enochic and Philonic Judaism during the Second Temple Period 
(hereafter, 2TP). I suggest that the non-specificity inherent in the biblical text 
of Genesis 6.1-4 became the basis for the later emergence of an aetiology of 
evil spirits as Jewish authors engaged with the text. As a result, Genesis 6.1-4, 
particularly its interpretation in 1 Enoch 6-16, played an important part in the 
development of demonology during the 2TP. 
Accordingly, by the tum of the Common Era there was in place a worldview 
within Judaism in which the activity of autonomous or semi-autonomous evil 
spirits was regarded as a reality. This view is exemplified, for example, in the 
ministry of Jesus as described in the Synoptic Gospels of the New Testament. 
By contrast, there is little evidence in Jewish literature during the earlier 
biblical period for such evil spirits. The understanding of demonic affliction 
found in the Jewish Scriptures (both Hebrew and Greek traditions) does not 
contain any references to autonomous or semi-autonomous evil spirits that are 
able to afflict humanity at will. When they are mentioned in the Hebrew Bible, 
evil spirits are seen as beings sent by God to accomplish God's plan in the 
lives of individuals and the nation of Israel (see e.g. Num 5.14-15, 30 - spirit 
of jealousy; 1 Kgs 19.7, Isa 37.7 -lying spirits; Hos 5.4 - spirit of whoredom; 
Judg 9.23, Job 4.12-16 - spirits in the service of God; 1 Sam 16.14-23; 18.10-
12; 19.9-10 - evil spirit upon Saul). The LXX translates' various Hebrew 
• There are just twenty-one occurrences in the LXX of the term cSa.~6v.ov (cSai~wv), with 
all but one outside the Pentateuch (Deut. 32: 17). The Hebrew term translated demon in the 
LXX varies:'Y (cSa.~6vlO, Isa 34.14; 13.21 - desert creature): i'::~:; (cSal~6vla [Isa 13.21 -
hairy goat]. also OvoKEvTaup105 [Isa 34.14. 13.21]. ~aTaio'5 [Lev 17.7 - goat demon]. and 
eiowAol5 [2 Chr 11.15 -- satyrs)); -i:,' (cSal~oviolS". demon. Deut 32.17. Ps 106 (105).37,38). 
All English translations are from NASV. 
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terms related to some type of wild beast that lurks about in the night or in the 
wilderness as a demonic creature. 2 
This raises the question of how the presence of categorically evil spirits 
could have emerged in the writings of the first century C.E. Since no material 
comparable to an episode such as, for example, Mark 5.1-20 exists in the 
Hebrew Bible, we must look elsewhere. 3 It is in this search that we encounter 
the Book of Watchers (J En 1-36 = BW). This third-century B.C.E. 
Pseudepigraphic composite work offers the oldest extant record of the origin of 
evil spirits in Judaism (see ch. 2 for question of the date of the document). As 
suggested above, the non-specificity inherent in Genesis 6.1-4 provided the 
authors of BW the opportunity and the biblical authority, to further develop a 
demonology in the 2TP. Such a view is substantiated through an examination 
of the continued development of the tradition around the tum of the era. In 
what follows, this study will attempt to reveal how the reception of Genesis 
6.1-4 encouraged the development of the demonology and anthropology in the 
2TP. I will endeavour to ascertain what Jews of the 2TP understood with 
regard to the origin and activity of evil spirits by examining the development 
of the concept of evil spirits alongside a developing understanding of human 
nature (anthropology) in early Jewish literature. Along with BW, I will address 
the interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4 in the Book of Jubilees, the treatises of 
Philo of Alexandria, and various Pseudepigrapha for any insights they might 
offer. In addition, I will discuss the taking up of the concept of evil spirits 
from the Watcher tradition by the authors of the Dead Sea Scrolls. Each of 
these texts sheds a particular light on the investigation and reflects significant 
developments of demonology and anthropology in this period. 
2 See Edwin Yamauchi, "Magic or Miracle? Diseases, Demons and Exorcism," in Gospel 
Review: The Miracles oj Jesus (ed. David Wenham and Craig Blomberg; Sheffield: JSOT, 
1986),89-183. Yamauchi argues that the demonology in Israel is restrained in comparison to 
Mesopotamia. See Edward Langton, Essentials oj Demonology: A Study oj Jewish and 
Christian Doctrine. Its Origin and De\'c!opment (London: Epworth, 1949). Langton contends 
that restraint in respect of the Babylonian and Assyrian influences was due to the desire "to 
affirm the belief in Yahweh as the one true God." This restraint. he argues, is the reason for 
the lack of references to demonology among the early Hebrews. 
3 For the most recent examinations of demonic activity in the New Testament. see Eric 
Sorensen, Possession alld Exorcism ill the New Testameflt and Early Christianity (WUNT 2 
157; Tubingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2002) and Clinton Wahlen, Jesus and the Impurity oj Spirits in 
the ,~~\'1loptic Gospels (\\'UNT 2 185; Tubingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2004). 
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The enigmatic nature of these sources requires an introductory caveat. One 
must resist approaching these sources in an attempt to find clear paths through 
the traditions. Clarity of this type is obfuscated by inherent complexities. 
Rather, it is fitting to offer plausible stages of development in the various 
documents. The historical disparity between the various sources only serves to 
validate this approach, which may offer a better view of the developing Jewish 
understanding of the origin of evil. These stages of growth may have merged 
to make possible the diversity of the tradition of demonic affliction 
encountered in the New Testament. Andy Reimer maintains: 
In this task of reconstructing demonologies, one must seek to hold a tension between an 
integrated and consistent reading of a text or body of texts and an awareness of the sociology 
of knowledge 'gaps' in any religious sect's worldview. The history of demonology has 
certainly shown that attempts by texts such as 1 Enoch to rationalize entities that are by 
definition chaotic, irrational and typically open to all out speculation are bound to fail. 
Scholarly attempts to reconstruct any sort of ancient demonology will always have to work in 
the midst of chaos. 4 
Reimer is correct in his assertion that the demonology of 1 Enoch is indeed 
chaotic. However, it may be possible that we can ease the sense of chaos by 
examining the matter of demons and evil spirits alongside a rather less chaotic 
anthropology, which was emerging in the 2TP at the same time as an interest 
in demons, was becoming apparent. 
1.2 The Approach 
I will attempt to unpack what can only be described as a very complicated 
collection of traditions that serve as the background of the "Watcher tradition" 
in BW. In an effort to trace the development of this tradition, I will subject two 
specific texts to close analysis. The first is Genesis 6.1-4 which, given its 
many peculiarities, has presented considerable difficulty for modem 
interpreters. The great variety of interpretations of this passage in early Jewish 
literature reveals that it presented similar difficulty for scripture exegetes and 
commentators in the post-biblical and later rabbinic periods. 5 As this thesis 
4 Andy M. Reimer, "Rescuing the Fallen Angels: The Case of the Disappearing Angels at 
Qumran," DSD 7 (2000): 353. 
S I shall draw on exegetical traditions in the Targumim and Midrashim which. though late. 
may provide some insight into ways Jewish readers were attempting to understand Gen 6 
during the 2TP. 
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will attempt to demonstrate, Genesis 6.1-4 served as the source for the story of 
the origin of evil spirits in our second key text, 1 Enoch 1-36. 
1.2.1 Structure of the Thesis 
The present study is divided into five main sections. The first section consists 
of the introduction and a chapter that reviews recent research of B W which 
followed the publication of J. T. Milik's The Books of Enoch: Aramaic 
Fragments of Qumran Cave 4 in 1976. It is necessary to present a detailed 
history of the research of B W in light of the questions raised (and not raised) in 
the past concerning the structure, date, interpretation, and function of the 
Watcher tradition. 
The second section offers a detailed discussion of Genesis 6.1-4, which 
includes the various biblical traditions (e.g., "divine council of God") that may 
lie behind the passage in its present form, and interpretations of the passage by 
later Jewish writers in the rabbinic period (see ch. 3). This is not an exhaustive 
examination of every relevant biblical text or non-Jewish works, but rather a 
presentation of the themes that the author of Genesis 6.1-4 may have been 
familiar with when he wrote the passage. I shall attempt to identify what 
aspects of the biblical tradition allowed the author(s) of B1V' to interpret the 
Genesis passage with the negative elements that are present in 1 Enoch's 
version of the story. 
In the third section, we shall examine the primary text that will serve as the 
starting point of the tradition of the affliction of humanity by evil spirits in the 
2TP, B W. This will include three chapters that deal specifically with relevant 
portions of BW (1 En 6-16), i.e., the author's use of the biblical tradition of the 
bene elohim. The author's interpretation of the bene elohim is subdivided into 
the Asa' el tradition (Instruction motif) and the Shemihazah tradition (see 1 En 
4). A chapter will follow that focuses on the crux of BW, the rebellion motif 
(see ch. 5). This chapter will consider the effects of the actions of the angels on 
themselves, their offspring, and humanity. Following this discussion, I shall 
6 It is the consensus of Enochic scholars that there were likely multiple authors involved in 
the writing of the various sections of BW. however for the sake of reading ease I will use only 
the singular "author." 
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examIne the reception of the Watcher tradition, and its "giantology"7 and 
anthropology in other Early Jewish literature, in particular, the DSS (see ch. 6). 
The fourth section will examine the treatises of Philo of Alexandria of 
which De Gigantibus is the primary focus (see ch. 7). Within BW and the 
writings of Philo, I shall highlight anthropological themes that weigh heavily 
in the discussion of affliction by evil spirits in the 2TP. In the final section, I 
shall conclude with a summary of the points of the thesis and its contribution 
to future research of the demonology and anthropology of Early Judaism. 
1.3 Argument and Scope of the Present Study 
Much of recent research on 1 Enoch, in particular on BW, has focused on 
source and text-critical aspects of the third century B.C.E. material. 8 Previous 
7 This is a term coined in discussion with Loren Stuckenbruck about categorizing this 
section of the Watcher tradition. It is difficult to call it "demonology" if we consider that 
nowhere in chs. 6-16 are the angels, giants, or their spirits explicitly identified as demons. 
8 This material will be discussed in detail in ch. 2: "1 Enoch 1-36 The Book of Watchers: 
History of the Documents and a Review of Recent Research." See e.g. William Adler, 
"Berossus, Manetho, and 1 Enoch in the World Chronicle of Panodorus," HTR 76 (1983): 
419-42; John J. Collins, "The Apocalyptic Technique: Setting and Function in the Book of 
Watchers," CBQ 44 (1982): 91-111, idem, "Methodological Issues in the Study of 1 Enoch: 
Reflections on the Articles of P.D. Hanson and G.W. Nickelsburg," in SBL Seminar Papers, 
1978 (Missoula: Scholars Press, 1978), 315-22; Maxwell J. Davidson, Angels At Qumran: A 
Comparative Study of 1 Enoch 1-36,72-108, and Sectarian Writings From Qumran (JSPSup 
11 Sheffield: JSOT Press, 1992); Devorah Dimant, "The Fallen Angels in the Dead Sea 
Scrolls and in the Apocryphal and Pseudepigraphic Books Related to Them" (Ph.D. diss., 
Hebrew University 1974 [Hebrew]); idem, "The 'Pesher of the Periods' 4Q180 and 4QI81," 
Israel Oriental Studies 9 (1979): 71-102; idem, "1 Enoch 6-11: A Methodological 
Perspective," in SBL Seminar Papers, 1978 (Missoula: Scholars Press, 1978), 323-39; Jonas 
C. Greenfield and Michael E. Stone, "The Enochic Pentateuch and the Date of the 
Similitudes," HTR 70 (1977): 51-65; Paul Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven, Azazel and 
Euhemeristic Heroes in 1 Enoch 6-11," JBL 96 (1977): 195-223; Ronald S. Hendel, "Of 
Demigods and the Deluge: Toward an Interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4," JBL 106 (1987): 13-
26; J.T. Milik, Books of Enoch: Aramaic Fragments of Qumran Cave 4 (Oxford: Clarendon 
Press, 1976); idem, "Problemes De La Litterature Henochique a La Lumiere Des Fragments 
Arameens De Qumran," HTR 64 (1971): 333-78; Carol Newsom, "The Development of 1 
Enoch 6-19: Cosmology and Judgment," CBQ 42 (1980): 310-329; George W. E. 
Nickelsburg, / Enoch /: A Commentary on the Book of 1 Enoch, Chapters /-36,' 8/-108, 
(Hermeneia; Minneapolis: Augsburg Fortress, 2001); idem, "Apocalyptic and Myth in 1 
Enoch 6-11," JBL 96 (1977): 383-405; idem, "Enoch, Levi, and Peter: Recipients of 
Revelation in Upper Galilee," SBL 100 (1981): 575--600; idem, "The Books of Enoch in 
Recent Research," RelSRev 7 (1981): 210-17; Brook W.R. Pearson, "Resurrection and the 
Judgment of the Titans: in LXX Isaiah 26:19," JSNTSup 186 (1999): 33-51; Andy M. 
Reimer, "Rescuing the Fallen Angels"; James H. Scott, Adoption as Sons of God (TObingen: 
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research has centred on the traditions that are alluded to in B W, i.e. Greek, 
Near Eastern, and Israelite. This approach has added tremendous insight into 
the method by which the Jewish community in the Second Temple Period 
formulated its theology and traditions, the sources for its theology and 
traditions (both oral and written), and the manner in which these sources were 
collected. This has established a firm foundation for future research of the 
theological message of these documents, which until now has been 
inadequately addressed. 
A further portion of previous research was undertaken in an effort to 
determine the function of BW (see section 2.8). Arguments concerning the 
function of B W have centred on why was there such a need for an explanation 
of the origin of evil during this period of Israelite history? I will present three 
main theories of interpretation that include 1) the oppression of Israel by the 
Hellenistic rulers, 2) the origin of evil through the rebellion of angels, and 3) 
the story as a polemic against the priesthood in Jerusalem. 
In summary, these scholarly works have shown that the 1 Enoch 1-36 is 
made up of complex layers of traditions that, in general, find their origins in 
Genesis 6. It is no surprise that BW is such a complex literary construction, 
considering its origins lie in this enigmatic passage that invited so much 
speculation! 
Genesis 6.1-4 tells the story of the bene elohim and their encounter with the 
daughters of humanity which resulted in the birth of the gibborim. The passage 
is positioned in the biblical narrative as a prelude to the judgment of the Flood. 
However, on the surface nothing in the biblical text of Genesis 6.1-4 demands 
that the reader understand those verses in a negative light, that is, as depicting 
some action or event that is considered inappropriate or dubious. It is 
necessary to evaluate the traditions (e.g., the negative aspects of the "angels of 
J. C. B. Mohr, 1992); Michael E. Stone, "The Book of Enoch and Judaism in the Third 
Century B.C.E.," CBQ 40 (1978): 479-492; Loren T. Stuckenbruck, "The 'Angels' and 
'Giants' of Genesis 6: 1-4 in Second and Third Century B.C.E. Jewish Interpretation: 
Reflections on the Posture of Early Apocalyptic Traditions," DSD 7 (2000): 354-77; idem, 
The Book 0/ Giants From Qumran. Texts. Translation, and Commentary (TSAJ 63; TObingen: 
J. C. B. Mohr), 1997; David W. Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priest"; James C. VanderKam, 
"Enoch Traditions in Jubilees and Other Second-Century Sources," SBL Seminar Papers, 
1978 (Missoula: Scholars Press, 1978),229-51; idem, 1 Enoch. Enochic Motift. and Enoch in 
Early Christian Literature (CRINT 4; Assen, The Netherlands: Van Gorcum, 1996); and M.L. 
West, The East Face o/Helicon (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1997). 
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the nations") that underlie Genesis 6.1-4 in order to assess properly \Vhy the 
text is commendable as the starting point of the Watcher tradition. 9 This is to 
say, the Watcher tradition represents a type of biblical synthesis and 
exposition; it is the "superimposition" of negative traditions onto the relatively 
neutral position of Genesis 6.1-4 (i.e., it is rewritten Bible). In doing so, I shall 
attempt to identify possible sources that the author of Genesis 6.1-4 may have 
had in mind while writing the narrative, sources which may have left the text 
open to a negative interpretation by the author of BW. 
The vocabulary of Genesis 6.1-4 in both the Hebrew and Greek traditions, 
i.e. [j"'" ?~i1 "j:J, [j" ?!Jj, [j",:J, and YI yavTE5, invited various interpretations 
in the early post-biblical and the later rabbinic periods. These interpretations 
include those which contain detrimental nuances about the characters in the 
story that could lead to a negative understanding of the text, or portray the 
characters in a positive or neutral light. 
The Hebrew expression bene elohim evokes images of the heavenly court of 
God where the "sons of God" ruled over the nations or acted as intermediaries 
between the God of Israel and his people (see ch. 3, section 3.2.2). Within this 
tradition, we find possibilities for Genesis 6.2 to take on negative imagery 
sanctioning the introduction of rebellious angels in B W. The term gibborim 
evokes images of the great heroes of Israel in the biblical period, and at the 
same time is used as a description of the most imposing ,,::J in the HB, 
Nimrod (see ch. 3, section 3.2.4.2). Nimrod is identified in the LXX tradition 
as a YI ya~;: and it is implied that he played an active role in the rebellion of the 
people at the Tower of Babel. This datum alone leaves sufficient room for a 
negative interpretation of the Genesis 6 text. The LXX translates [j"":; with 
the Greek term ytyavTE5, which calls to mind the characters of the Greek 
myths of Hesiod (Theogony and Works and Days) and Homer (Iliad). As will 
be shown below, it is also possible that this translation also contributed to 
B Ws negative portrayal of the offspring of Genesis 6.4. I shall argue that the 
bibl ical tradition of Genesis 6.1-4, perhaps not immediately apparent, served 
as a starting point for the author of B W as he presented his story of the origin 
of evil spirits. 
9 These traditions will be discussed in detail in ch. 3 below. 
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The negative interpretation of the biblical tradition of Genesis 6.1-4 in B W 
is centred on the bene elohim. It is difficult to imagine that the author of B n' 
arbitrarily chose this story to present the origin of evil spirits; therefore, it is 
likely that this tradition had been developing long before it was unveiled as the 
Watcher tradition. It is in this tradition that the author discloses the rebellious 
nature of the angels, which results in the devastation of the earth and humanity 
(see ch. 4, section 4.2). 
Within this story of rebellion, scholars of BW have argued for at least two 
streams of tradition identifying a leadership group amongst the angels on 
which the blame of the rebellion is placed, the Asa' el (Instruction) motif and 
the Shemihazah motif. Each of these streams adds a particular dimension to the 
rebellious action of the angels, resulting in the blame for devastation of the 
earth being placed on the angels in one account, (Shemihazah) and being 
partially shifted to humanity for its part in the other (Asa'elllnstruction). 
I shall discuss the author's introduction of the Instruction/ Asa' el motif and 
possible motivation for this expansion of the Genesis story (see ch. 4, sections 
4.3-4.3.4). Much debate has been devoted to the identity of Asa'el and his role 
in B W. He is originally one of the leaders of the angels in the opening verses of 
1 Enoch 6, but is later identified as the angel responsible for teaching humanity 
the art of war and beautification of women (i.e. the use of cosmetics), which 
brings about the corruption of the earth. Several scholars have proposed that he 
is connected to the character Azazel in Leviticus 16, but as will be seen, this 
theory has no proper foundation at the time BW was written. It seems likely 
that the author's purpose in using the Instruction motif (although this is 
difficult to determine with any certainty) was to connect the action of the bene 
elohim in Genesis 6 with the judgment of the Flood, placing blame for the 
disaster on both the angels and humanity. 
The primary strand of the story is undoubtedly the Shemihazah tradition 
(see ch. 4, sections 4.4-4.4.3). The author blames the angels for the corruption 
of creation. Shemihazah and the angels have rebelled against God by crossing 
into thc realm of physical contact with humanity: they have breached the 
cosmos. The rebellion of the angels and in particular the consequences of their 
actions, are the focus of the narratiYe (see ch. 5, section 5.2-5.4). It is within 
this tradition that wc find motifs of impurity and corruption of the earth and 
humanity. Each of these is dealt with by the cleansing of the Flood. Alongside 
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these motifs, we are told of the birth of the offspring, who, although 
characterized as relatively neutral in Genesis 6.4, are portrayed as 
categorically evil in BW. It is here that the synthetic nature of BW comes to 
full view-the punishment of the Flood is a result of the negative 
interpretation of the activity recorded in Genesis 6.1-4. The activity of these 
figures becomes the central point of the author's story as the rebellious angels 
are removed from the scene and the interaction of the evil spirits with 
humanity becomes the focus (l En 15-16). At this point, we can identify the 
author's giantology, which describes the spiritual nature of the giants as evil, 
their actions as merciless, and their future as irredeemable (see ch. 5, section 
5.4.1-5.6). Within the author's introduction of evil spirits, he reveals a glimpse 
of an anthropology that portrays humanity as defenceless against the attack of 
these creatures. 
It will be shown that other Jewish writers will take up this giantology and 
anthropology in the 2TP (see ch. 6). These authors pressed the motifs of the 
Watcher tradition into a more dualistic framework in which good and evil 
spirits attempt to influence human souls. At the same time, an ethical dualism 
is developed, which posits an internal struggle in the human spirit to live 
righteously (follow God) or do evil (abandon the Law and service of God). 
This is an overriding theme in several of the Qumran documents, as is 
demonstrated in several of the "incantation" prayers (see ch. 6, 6.6.2). 
It seems, however, that this explanation of the problem of human suffering 
was not easily accepted in every Jewish community. The writings of Philo of 
Alexandria reveal an interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4 that differs markedly 
from that found in B W (see ch. 7). In De Gigantibus, Philo rejects the notion 
that the giants are evil spirits; rather, they function as personifying metaphors 
for pleasures and vices of the human flesh (see ch. 7, section 7.4-7.4.2). In this 
manner, Philo is formulating an anthropology that assigns the responsibility of 
evil to human choice. Philo's anthropology corresponds with the internal 
struggle of the human soul that is found in some of the DSS. His demonology 
begins with a person's decision whether or not to pursue the desires of the 
flesh. This internal struggle can be affected by external forces, which are not 
spirits per se, but vices. These vices combine with the fleshly desire of the 
person, which leads him or her to corruption. Despite Philo's apparent 
rejection of the demonic interpretation of Genesis 6 found in B H', his 
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anthropology has clear affinities with some of the thinking preserved in the 
Dead Sea documents. Philo's interpretation of the giants reflects diversity 
within Judaism with respect to the problem of human suffering, a diversity that 
is also reflected in the New Testament. 
1.4 Summary 
This thesis discusses the reception of Genesis 6.1-4 (Greek and Hebrew 
traditions) in Early Jewish literature, in particular, 1 Enoch 6-16 and the 
writings of Philo of Alexandria. It will be shown that a primary interpretation 
of the Genesis passage by these authors involved the understanding of human 
suffering, which is brought about by demonic affliction in the Watcher 
tradition and human choice in Philo. While other scholars argue that the story 
presented in BW is simply the author's explanation of an oppressive political 
situation that Israel is facing, I contend that B W can be identified as the 
author's account of the origin of evil spirits based on his interpretation of 
Genesis 6.1-4. It should be recognized that this understanding is primarily 
expressed in 1 Enoch 15-16. It is clear that the giantology and anthropology, 
which are presented in B W, serve as a backdrop for what would follow in the 
developing anthropology and demonology in the DSS, the Pseudepigrapha, and 
the Gospels. 
The developing anthropology and demonology in these documents reveal a 
diverse theological community within Judaism in the centuries around the tum 
of the era. They suggest the likelihood that the author of B W indeed intended 
the message of the book to offer some explanation for the existence and 
function of evil spirits in the world of third-century S.C.E. Jews. In arguing 
along these lines, I part company from the views of Suter, Dimant, and others. 
This thesis advocates that the message of BW may be read aetiologically rather 
that strictly paradigmatically. Although a reading which suggests the story is a 
metaphor for the political situation in Israel at the time is not ruled out, the 
evidence presented here suggests that B W represented the worldview of at least 
a significant group of Jews in the 2TP, which believed that evil spirits were a 
reality that they faced on a daily basis. 
Before examining the primary source materials themselycs, I shall present a 
thorough evaluative oven'ie\\' of the history of research of B IV in chapter 2, I 
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include the history of the texts, an outline of the structure of the book, a brief 
summary of the book, a short excursus on notable terms in B W, the foci of the 
research, i.e., the date, place, and author; theories of source criticism; and the 
theories of interpretation and function of the book. This evaluation reveals that 
although this research is invaluable to understanding B W, more investigation 
needs to be done relating to theological issues of the document. This attention 
to recent research is of particular importance since the major developments in 
this area of study have transpired during the last three decades. It is in relation 
to these developments that the focus of this thesis is best delineated. 
Chapter 2 
1 Enoch 1-36: The Book of Watchers: 
A Review of Recent Research 
2.1 Introduction 
Since the discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls, there has been an increasing 
interest by scholars in 1 Enoch 1-36, the Book of Watchers. This is due 
primarily to the publication of the 4QEn fragments by J.T. Milik in 1976. 
Milik presents a major edition that contains the Aramaic fragments of 1 Enoch 
from Qumran Cave 4. 1 He has included the text of the fragments, his 
translation and notes, and his reconstruction of the text. Milik provides an 
evaluation of the extant literature by comparing what he calls "specimens of 
the original text" to his reconstruction and translation, while also offering an 
introduction to the history of the early Enochic literature. 
The major problem with Milik's book, as many have pointed out/ is that in 
many places the Aramaic text he presents is in fact a reconstruction based on 
his comparison of the 4QEn fragments with the extant Greek and Ethiopic 
texts. To this end, he has been properly criticized; his work all too easily may 
lead to the illusion that a great deal more of the Aramaic documents is extant 
from Qumran than is actually the case. However, the contribution of Milik's 
work far outweighs its shortcomings. 
As a result of the publication of the Qumran material, several theories have 
been set forth that consider the major areas of concern about BW (i.e. date, 
1 Milik, Books of Enoch. 
2 See reviews by James Barr, review of 1.T. Milik, Books of Enoch: Aramaic Fragments (~r 
Qumran Cave 4, JTS 29 (1978): 517-30; Sebastian Brock, JJS 29 (1978): 98-99; J. 
Greenfield and Michael Stone, Numen 26 (1979): 89-103; James A. Sanders, JBL 97 (1978): 
446--47; Loren T. Stuckenbruck, "Revision of Aramaic-Greek and Greek-Aramaic Glossaries 
in The Books of Enoch: Aramaic Fragments (~rQllmran Cave 4 by J. T. Milik," JJS 41 (1990): 
13-48; James C. VanderKam, "Some Major Issues in the Contemporary Study of 1 Enoch: 
Reflections on J.T. Milik's Books o/Enoch: Aramaic Fragments of Qumran Can' 4," \1aarav 
3 (1982): 85-97. 
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place, and authorship; source criticism of the myths behind B W; and 
interpretation of the function of B W). This chapter will endeavour to present a 
history of the recent research on B W. In order to prepare a backdrop of the 
review of the previous research, I will first present a brief record of the extant 
texts of 1 Enoch 1-36, a short discussion of the structure of B W. and finally a 
summary of the contents. 
2.2 History of the Texts 
Modem research on 1 Enoch had its beginning in 1773 with the discovery of 
the whole of 1 Enoch by James Bruce who brought three Ethiopic manuscripts 
back to Europe. This discovery led eventually to no less than twelve 
translations (English, French, and German) in the nineteenth century, 
highlighted by August Dillmann's translation and commentary edition in 
1853.3 The discovery of the Akhmim Greek manuscript of 1 Enoch 1-32 in 
1886/87 (and subsequent publication in 1892/93)4 greatly advanced the 
research of BW in the Greek tradition. R. H. Charles' translation and 
commentary, published in 1912, contained the most extensive text-critical 
apparatus and commentary on 1 Enoch to date. Following Charles' publication, 
the majority of research concerning 1 Enoch through 1950 focused on the 
eschatological aspects and the "Son of Man" of the Similitudes.5 
A significant advance for the research of B W took place with the initial 
publications (1951, 1955, and 1958) of the Aramaic fragments discovered at 
Qumran. 6 Milik's monograph containing the fragments of 1 Enoch and the 
Book of Giants? has been a decisive catalyst to further study of BW. Michael 
Knibb published a new translation of the Ethiopic with text-critical apparatus 
that included the Qumran fragments and the extant Greek texts in 1978.8 This 
3 For a thorough review of the textual tradition, see Nickelsburg, Commentary, 9-20, 109-
112. 
4 Published by Bouriant (1892) and Lods (1892/93). 
5 The majority of the research was done by Christian scholars; see the comments of 
Nickelsburg, Commentary, 114. 
6 See review of material in Milik, Books of Enoch. See also Nickeisburg, "Enoch in Recent 
Research" for a review of the research during this period. , . 
7 See Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants and Emile Puech in DJD XXXI (Oxford: Clarendon, 
200 I) for a thorough study of the Book of Giants fragments. 
t\ Knibb, Erhiopic Enoch. 
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two-volume work provides a copy of the Ethiopic 1 Enoch 1-108 (vol. 1) 
along with a translation and commentary (vol. 2) that compares the various 
Ethiopic and Greek texts with the Aramaic fragments. A second English 
translation by Ephraim Isaac followed in 1983.9 In 1984, Siegbert Uhlig 
published a German translation based on multiple Ethiopic MSS not 
incorporated in previous translations by Charles, Knibb, and Isaac. lo In 1985. 
Matthew Black published what would be an attempt to expand Charles' 1912 
edition with text-critical notes and commentary.11 Black's two works have 
analysed the extant Greek manuscripts. The first of Black's volumes presents 
the extant Greek manuscripts and their textual variants, while the second 
provides a short introduction, translation, commentary, and textual notes on 
the variants of the extant Greek manuscripts. 
In 1993, Patrick Tiller published a comprehensive introduction and 
commentary to the Animal Apocalypse (chs. 85-90) that is based on multiple 
Ethiopic MSS, Greek fragments, and the Qumran fragments. 12 In 2001, George 
Nickelsburg published a long awaited comprehensive introduction and 
commentary on 1 Enoch chapters 1-36 and 81-108. The first volume of what 
will be a two-volume commentary on 1 Enoch l3 includes his own English 
translation with the apparatus of the variant readings in the Ethiopic, Greek, 
and the Aramaic fragments from Qumran. He has also included a verse-by-
verse commentary that explores what he describes as the "major philological, 
literary, theological, and historical questions" concerning its place in 
Hellenism, Second Temple Judaism, and early Christianity. In doing so, 
Nickelsburg has produced a tool that will be appreciated by anyone doing 
research in what is one of the most important books of Second Temple 
Judaism. 
9 Ephraim Isaac, "I Enoch," in The Old Testament Pseudepigrapha (2 vols.; ed. James H. 
Charlesworth; New York: Doubleday, 1983-85), I :5-89. Isaac has not incorporated the 
Aramaic fragments in his translation. 
10 See Siegbert Uhlig, Das athiopische Henochbuch (JSHRZ 5/6; Giltersloh: Mohn. 1984). 
For details of these additional manuscripts, see Nickelsburg, Commentary, 17. 
II Matthew Black, Apocalypsis Henochi Graece (PYTG 3; Leiden: Brill, 1970) and idem. 
The Book oj Enoch or 1 Enoch (SVTP 7; Leiden: BrilL 1985). 
12 See Patrick A. Tiller, A Commentary on the Animal Apocalypse (Atlanta: Scholars Press. 
1993). This section of 1 Enoch plays an important role alongside B W in the interpretation of 
Gen6.1-4. 
\3 The second volume is forthcoming. 
Book of Watchers: History of Documents and Research 15 
2.3 Structure of the Book of Watchers 
The Book of Watchers is one of the five major sections of 1 Enoch, although 
the final section (chapters 91-108) may be subdivided into four smaller 
sections. 14 
Chapters 1-36 - Book of Watchers 
Chapters 37-71 - Book of Parables 
Chapters 72-82 - Astronomical Book (Book of the Luminaries) 
Chapters 83-90 - Animal Apocalypse (or Book of Dreams) 
Chapters 91-108 - Epistle of Enoch 
Following the publication of the fragments from Qumran Cave 4, IS it is now 
thought that 1 Enoch was written in Aramaic, and then translated into Greek 
and later Ethiopic. 16 The five sections of 1 Enoch as a whole are fully extant 
only in Ethiopic because the Ethiopic Church preserved it as an authoritative 
writing.17 B W is itself thought to be a composite document that is normally 
divided into these subdivisions: 
14 Nickelsburg argues (see ibid., 8) that chapter 91 is an editorial section that leads into the 
Epistle of Enoch (92-105). Chapters 106-107 are identified as a birth narrative from the Book 
of Noah and chapter 108 is considered an appendix that provides words of assurance to the 
righteous. 
IS See Milik, Books of Enoch. Milik recognizes eleven manuscripts that correspond to four 
of the five divisions of 1 Enoch. The Book of Parables has yet to be identified among the 
fragments of Qumran (p. 7). 
16 Edward Ullendorf and Michael Knibb have argued that the translators of the Ethiopic 
edition had in front of them both the Aramaic and Greek versions; see Edward Ullendorf, "An 
Aramaic 'Vorlage' of the Ethiopic Text of Enoch?" Problemi attuali di scienza e di cultura, 
quademi 48 (1960): 259-67; and Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch (Oxford: Clarendon, 1978),2:27-46. 
James VanderKam has argued that the translators depended on the Greek text exclusively; see 
James C. VanderKam, "The Textual Base for the Ethiopic Translation of 1 Enoch," in 
Working with No Data: Studies in Semitic and Egyptian Presented to Thomas O. Lambdin (ed. 
D. M. Golomb; Winona Lake, Ind.: Eisenbrauns, 1987), 247-62. For other arguments related 
to the Vorlage of the Ethiopic translations, see Klaus Beyer, Die aramliischen Texte vom 
Toten Meer (G6ttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1984), 225-58; H. F. Fuhs, "Die 
Aethiopische Uebersetzung des Henoch: Ein Beitrag zur Apokalyptikforschung der 
Gegenwart," BN 8 (1979): 36-56; Joseph A. Fitzmyer, "Implications of the New Enoch 
Literature from Qumran," TS 38 (1977): 332-45; Erik W. Larson, "The Translation of Enoch: 
From Aramaic into Greek" (Ph.D. diss., New York University, 1995); Michael Sokoloff, 
"Notes on the Aramaic Fragment of Enoch from Qumran Cave 4," Maarav 1 (1978-1979); 
and James Barr, "Aramaic-Greek Notes on the Book of Enoch I, II," JJS 23 (1978): 187-98. 
17 See R.H. Charles, The Book of Enoch (London: SPCK, 1912; repr., ed. Paul Tice; 
Escondido, Calif.: The Book Tree, 2000), xiv-xxix for a survey of the extant texts. Cf. 
Nickelsburg, Commentary, 9-20, 109-112. 
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Chapters 1-5 - introduction 
Chapters 6-11 - traditions of Asa'el and Shemihazah groups of angels l8 
Chapters 12-16 - reintroduction of Enoch and his interaction with the angels 
Chapters 17-19 - Enoch's first heavenly journey 
Chapter 20 - list of archangel names 
Chapters 21-36 - Enoch's second heavenly journey 
16 
In all likelihood, each of these sections was written by a different author and 
brought together by an editor or editors at a later date. However, the possibility 
that it is a single author should be given consideration. As will be argued 
below, different strands of the tradition may be found in the various sections 
(e.g. chs. 6-11 likely contain two strands of the tradition -Asa' el and 
Shemihazah). 
BW (especially 6-11) is arguably the earliest Jewish apocalyptic writing that 
takes up the story found in Genesis 6.1-4. Paleographical evidence makes it 
plausible to date B W as a whole (i.e. 4Q20 1, 4QEna) to the early second 
century B.C.E. or possibly the late third century.19 At this early stage, B W 
likely consisted of the narrative that is recognized as chapters 6-11 and 12-
16.20 Fragments found at Qumran support the suggestion that chapters 1-5 
were incorporated as an introduction to chapters 6-16 during the early stages 
of the composition. 21 A terminus ad quem of the last third of the first century 
B.C.E. is suggested for the later chapters of BW (i.e. 17-36) that describe the 
heavenly journeys of Enoch. This is based on the fragments of 4QEnc+d that 
contain the only extant Aramaic text of these chapters.22 
18 Several have argued that chapters 6-11 are original to the now lost "Book of Noah." See 
e.g. Alexander, "Sons of God," 60 and Paolo Sacchi, Jewish Apocalyptic and its History 
(JSPSup 20; trans. William J. Short; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1990),213. 
19 It should be noted that 4QEns contains only a small portion of BW, i.e., frag i - 1.1-6; ii 
_ 2.1-5.6; iii - 6.4-8.1; iv - 8.3-9.3,6-8; v - 10.3-4; vi - 10.21-11.1; 1~.4-6. Loren 
Stuckenbruck suggests 4Q20 1 frag 6 corresponds to 1 Enoch 13.8 (see discussion below). 
20 Milik, Books of Enoch, 140-41. Milik and others conclude that the Vorlage of 4Q~0 1 
originated as early as the third century. See also Nickelsburg, Commentarr, 7; Stone. "Book 
of Enoch and Judaism," 484; and Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven." 219-20. 
21 It is generally acknowledged that BW consisted of several different components which 
were likely separate traditions interwoven to form the early stage of BW. See e.g. \tilik. 
Books of Enoch; Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth"; Newsom. "Development of 1 Enoch"; 
Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven"; Collins, "Apocalyptic Technique"; and Dimant. 
"Methodological Perspective." 
22 See Milik, Books of Enoch, 178-22~. 
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R. H. Charles proposed in his edition that chapters 1-5 were written as an 
introduction to the whole collection of 1 Enoch as a final section to the work. 
Chapters 1-5, which describe the offence of those who have turned from the 
covenant of God, the coming judgment, and the restoration of the earth, are 
thought to be eschatological in nature. 23 The Aramaic fragments of 4QEn have 
since proven Charles' findings incorrect. Due to the dating assigned to the 
fragments of chapters 1-5 and 6-11 identified as 4QEna,24 it has been 
determined that 1 Enoch 1-5 is an introduction to BW (chs. 1-36) only.25 
2.4 Summary of the Content of the Book of Watchers 
The content of 1 Enoch reveals that the author was particularly captivated by 
the traditions found in Genesis 5-9. James VanderKam and others have argued 
that a "special form of Judaism," Enochic Judaism, reflects the author's 
fascination, in particular, with the story of the "sons of God" and the 
"daughters of men" in Genesis 6.1-4. 26 The narrative of 1 Enoch 6-16 focuses 
on the Watcher angels (= bene elohim) and their intrusion into the physical 
world. The story describes how the Watchers (i.e. the rebellious angels) chose 
to rebel against God by swearing an oath to go to the earth and engage with the 
daughters of humanity to produce offspring of their own. A comparison of the 
23 For a detailed study of chapters 1-5, see Lars Hartman, Asking for a Meaning: A Study 
of 1 Enoch 1-5 (ConBNT 12; Lund, Sweden: CWK Gleerup, 1979). Hartman argues that these 
chapters offer the reader clues on how to understand the chapters that follow. 
24 Milik, Books of Enoch, 140, 144. Milik argues that 4QEn8 dates from early second 
century B.C.E. while 1 Enoch 83-90 cannot be dated earlier than 164 S.C.E. 
25 Nickelsburg suggests that chapters 1-5 are an introduction to a "full-blown Enochic 
Testament" that included chapters 1-5+6-11 + 12-33 or 36+81.1-82.4+91 and parts of 92-
105, but admits the evidence is indecisive. See Nickelsburg, Commentary, 25. See also 
Sacchi, Jewish Apocalyptic, 48. 
26 Enochic Judaism appears to encompass a widespread sectarian movement of which 
Qumran was likely a part. The sect(s) thought itself to have received authoritativc literature 
by revelation and that the possession of such literaturc validated it as the elect community of 
God. It is plausible to suggest that the writings from the Qumran library, which are identified 
as Qumran sectarian, were part of the large community of Enochic Judaism. See James C. 
VanderKam, Enoch: A Mall for All Generations (Columbia, S.c.: University of South 
Carolina, 1995), vii; Gabriele Boccaccini, Beyond the Essene !I.}pothesis: The Parting !i/ the 
Wars between Qumran and Enochic Judaism (Grand RapidsCambridgc: Eerdmans. 1998); 
Da~id R. Jackson, Enochic Judaism: Three Defining Paradigm Exemplars (London: T&T 
Clark, 2004); and Sacchi, Jewish Apocalyptic. 
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two passages, Genesis 6.1-2 and 1 Enoch 6.1-2, reveals a close similarity 
between the two stories: 
Genesis 6.1 And it came about that the sons of men began to multiply upon the 
face of the earth and daughters were born to them. 2. And the angels saw that 
the daughters of humanity were good to behold, and they took for themselves 
women from whomever they chose. 
1 Enoch 6.1 And it came to pass, when the sons of men had increased, that in 
those days there were born to them fair and beautiful daughters. 2. And the 
angels, the sons of heaven, saw them and desired them. And they said to one 
another: "Come, let us choose for ourselves wives from the children of men 
and let us beget for ourselves children. "27 ' 
From this point forward, however, the author of B W embarks on an elaborate 
narrative that departs from the Genesis story, detailing the effect of these 
relationships upon the angels, humanity, and creation. 
It has been argued that at least two distinct strands of the angel story can be 
delineated within chapters 6-16 (Shemihazah and Asa'el). Each of the strands 
assigns at least part of the blame for the coming judgment of the earth to the 
angels. 28 The first strand contains the story of Shemihazah and his two hundred 
followers who take women to sire offspring of their own. 29 The giant offspring 
that are born from the relations are the primary cause of the violence and 
destruction on the earth, which, in turn, results in the Flood (cf. gibborim 10 
Gen 6.4). 
27 Translation from Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2:67. There is the question of who is relying 
on whom in this tradition. Milik has argued that the 1 Enoch traditions preceded the Genesis 
material and that the author of Genesis compressed the B W version because of the audience's 
familiarity with the story. See Milik, Books of Enoch, 31. 
28 Dimant has written a detailed interpretation of chapters 6-11 in which she argues for 
three basic strands within the story. The first is an account of the angels from Gen 6.1-4 who 
have sexual relations with women and produce giant offspring. The second story, which 
Dimant argues combined with the first, is a description of how angels led humans into sin by 
secret instruction which resulted in the appearance of demons and judgment by the Flood. 
Dimant contends that the third strand, which identifies Asa 'el as the leader of the angels, is 
related to Gen 6.11-12. This story describes the teaching of the arts of civilization to humans, 
which cause them to sin, corrupt the angels, and bring about the Flood. See Dimant, "Fallen 
Angels," 23-72. . ' - ... 
29 One question that has perhaps been overlooked concerntng thIS part of the tradItIOn IS: 
Why did the angels want to sire offspring in the first place? Was ~t. sim~ly a matter o~ lusting 
after the beauty of the daughters of men? Or was there a tradItIOn In Early Jud<llsrn that 
perhaps revealed the driving force behind the Watchers' desire to have children? 
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This same group of angels has a role in the second strand of chapters 6-16, 
which begins in chapter 8. This is the story of the angel Asa' el, whose original 
mission on the earth was to teach the arts of civilization for the good of 
humanity. However, the apparently improper use of the knowledge by humans 
resulted in their own corruption and the punishment of the Watcher angels. 
The author of BW has made it clear that the Watchers have rebelled by having 
sexual relations with women (Shemihazah tradition) and teaching humanity the 
rejected forms of knowledge (Asa'eI/Instruction tradition).30 Following the 
introduction of the Watchers and the Instruction motif, the story continues with 
the outcry of humanity because of the destruction caused by the giant 
offspring, which in tum solicits a response from heaven. The author of B W 
incorporates an eschatological element into the story beginning in 10.13,31 
which describes the coming of a heavenly epoch following the cleansing of the 
earth from the evil caused by the interaction of the angels and humanity. 
Chapters 12-16 begin within the context of Genesis 5.21-24 and the time 
that Enoch spent with the angels. 32 Beginning in chapter 12, Enoch is told to go 
and tell the Watchers of heaven of their approaching destruction as punishment 
for their sin. He goes first to Asa' el, tells him of his punishment, and then 
proceeds to tell the rest of the Watchers about their punishment. 33 They in turn 
plead with him to intercede with God on their behalf. Chapter 13 describes the 
Watchers' request for absolution and Enoch's petitioning of heaven. Chapter 
14, the longest in this section, depicts Enoch's vision and message to the 
Watchers; they will be judged and will not have peace. In chapters 15 and 16, 
God tells Enoch about the sins of the Watchers and their offspring, and that, 
because of their sin, they shall have no peace.34 The central theme of these 
30 The angels are accused of teaching a "worthless mystery," see e.g. J E~och 7.1.; ~.I-J: 
9.6-8a; 13.2b. It is possible that the author or redactor included the Instructlo~ motIf I~ the 
story in order to place part of the blame for the judgment of the earth on humanIty, draWIng a 
parallel to the Genesis narrative. 
31 Eschatology is first introduced in chap.ters 1-5. _.. . ". 
32 The LXX has translated C";'i L.,~;-;-rl~ In Gen 5.22 as TW 8Ec.;> With Go.d. It IS clear .that 
the author of J Enoch 12.2 has interpreted this as the angels: "And all hiS [Enoch] dOIngs 
were with the Holy Ones and with the Watchers in his days." 
33 Cf. 4Q203 8. 6-10. . 
3-1 Compare also 4Q203 frag 13.3 - [ ... C"]~' ;'iJ' "r:~ .:~~ 'iJ - '.'that there will be no 
t 
" Text firom Florentino Garcia Martinez and Elbert J.e. Tlgchelaar. eds., Dead peace 0 you. . .
Sea Scrolls Study Edition (2 vols.: Leiden and Grand Rapids: Brill and Eerdmans, 1997 -98), 
1:410. 
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chapters is the story of the angels who sinned by having sexual relations with 
women and the evil spirits that emerge from the bodies of the giants upon their 
death. 
The final section of BW, chapters 17-36, describes the heavenly journey of 
Enoch. While on the journey, he is shown various elements of the cosmos that 
playa part in the eschatological message of the author, i.e. Sheol, the ends of 
the earth, places of punishment, Paradise, God's throne, the tree of life, and 
Jerusalem. Also, during the journey, he is given heavenly knowledge by an 
archangel that would be used to counter the teachings of the Watchers.35 
It is important now to discuss the focus of recent research of B 11' that has 
studied the work from a redactional or source-critical approach. Scholars have 
made great progress in this area, attempting to reach an "original" 1 Enoch 
text. Many theories have been presented regarding the traditions from which 
the material has been passed down to the author. Though this approach to the 
documents perhaps gives the critic control over the evidence, it does not 
necessarily bring the reader to the right conclusions about the author's 
intention in writing down and bringing together these traditions in the closing 
centuries B.C.E. Redaction and source criticism are essential methods as one 
scrutinizes the text of 1 Enoch, but they do not go far enough if one is to give 
serious consideration to the theological issues which the author was attempting 
to address in his interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4. These issues must be 
examined alongside the source-critical theories in order to gain a clearer 
understanding of B W. 
2.5 Focus of the Research 
The primary focus of the research in B W has been an attempt to discover the 
source, or sources, of the tradition of the Fallen Angels and giants portrayed in 
35 There is a similar theme found in Jubilees in which the scribe and prophet Moses is 
given heavenly knowledge (i.e. a mess~ge from God ~once~ing the co\'en~nt) by the ang,e,ls 
and directly from the mouth of God. ThIS ~an ~e seen Ill. ~W In the case ofl:noch \\ ho IS sn:n 
as the righteous scribe (and prophet) who IS gIven the dl\'lne message b~ the angels and from 
God. Similarly, in Jubilees I 0, ~~ah is gi\'~n knowledge by the an~e~~ In order to thwart the 
physical afflictions of the evil SpIrIts. See Nlckelsburg, Commentary. _ .. 9. 
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1 Enoch 6-16. 36 There is a wide range of views concerning the author's 
purpose in writing BW, some of which will be discussed below. 
Three primary foci are usually found interconnected within the research 
undertaken by most scholars concerning B W. These foci have centred on the 
varying cultural traditions the author of BW used to develop his story. First. 
recent research has concentrated on the origin of the sources of these 
traditions. The opinions surrounding this question are primarily divided into 
two main camps: (l) the traditions originated in Greek culture or (2) they 
originated in Near Eastern Semitic cultures. A third option holds that the 
source of the traditions found in B W derived more immediately from the 
Israelite traditions. 
A second area of the research has centred on BW's relationship to the story 
concerning the sons of God in Genesis 6.1-4. Here there are also two main 
camps involved (with minor disagreements in each): (l) the author of B W 
elaborated on the Genesis text and the traditions behind it or (2) the redactor of 
the Genesis passage was relating a well established oral (or perhaps written) 
tradition concerning the origin of evil spirits with which his readers \vould 
have been familiar. 
A third area of research has focused on how the sources of these traditions 
have been transmitted and adapted by the Jewish authors. This question 
presents the largest area of discussion regarding B Wand has resulted in several 
theories concerning the author's purpose in writing the document. The 
question of dating BW, of course, plays a large role in the conclusions reached 
by any of these scholarly works. Several scholars have attempted to apply B W 
to a specific historical setting (e.g. Suter, Nickelsburg - the situation resulted 
in the composition of BW), while others (i.e. Hanson, Newsom, Collins, and 
36 Adler, "Berossus"; Barr, "Enoch Fragments"; Brock, "Enoch Fragments"; Collins, 
"Apocalyptic Technique"; idem, "Methodological Issue~"; ~av~dson, .:~l1gds At Qumr.an; 
Dimant "Fallen Angels"; idem, "Pesher of the Pen ods ; Idem, A \tethodologlcal 
Perspec'tive"; Greenfield and Stone, "Enoch Fragments"; idem, "Enochic Pentate~ch"; 
Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven"; Hendel, "Of Demigods"; ~ilik, Books of Enoch;. Idem. 
"Problemes"; Newsom, "Development of 1 Enoch 6-19"; Nlckelsburg. "ApocalyptIc and 
M th"; idem, Commentary; idem, "Enoch. Levi, and Peter"; idem, :'Recent Research," 21 ~~ 
1/ Pearson "Resurrection and the Judgment"; Reimer, "Rescumg the Fallen Angels ; 
S 
' d "E~och Fragments"; Stone, "Book of Enoch and Judaism": Stuckenbruck, "The 
an ers. I 11 P' " 
, Angels' and 'Giants"'; idem, "Revision of, Aramaic~~; Suter" "Fallen Ange , Fa en nest: 
VanderKam, "Enoch Traditions"; idem, "\taJor Issues: and \\ cst. East Face, 
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VanderKam - the existing myth was used to explain the various situations) 
contend that the author wished to bring an understanding to an audience 
concerning the cause of their current situation in Israel. The author's purpose 
was to explain the origin of the evil (i.e. persecution) they were facing, to gi\'e 
Israel hope for the future, and to encourage them to hold fast to their faith in 
God despite the persecution and oppression of foreign invaders. 
Excursus: Notable Terms in the Book of Watchers 
In order to gain a clearer understanding of major Issues of debate in the 
research of BW, it is necessary to preview some of the significant 
nomenclature used by scholars in their presentations of the themes found in 
BW. There are five terms listed below for which I have provided a brief 
description of their use in BW and the Israelite tradition. 
Watchers 
BW presents the most familiar witness to a well-known subject in early Jewish 
literature. Generally, the Watchers are paralleled with the sons of God in 
Genesis 6.1-4, where they are presented without the negative connotation that 
is placed upon them by B W. The Watchers (the characters of B W) are thought 
to be angels who chose to rebel against God and heaven, entered into the 
human realm, mated with human women and begat giant offspring. 1 Enoch 
12.337 indicates that the Watchers were apparently in the same category as the 
archangels of heaven. 38 A slightly different story is presented in Jubilees 
(3.15). Here the Watchers are described as angels who are sent by God to teach 
humanity the ways of heaven, but are seduced by the women and produce evi I 
offspring. The role of the Watchers in Jewish and Hellenistic writings varied. 
They are seen as the fallen angels, angels sent to instruct humanity in the arts 
of civilization, the holy ones who serve in the presence of God, the angels who 
~7 t 2,3 "And I Enoch was blessing the Great Lord and the King of Itemity a~d behold the 
h II d t Enoch the scribe and said to me: (4) 'Enoch. sCribe of rIghteousness, Watc ers ca e 0 me, '.,... ., 
'.. h W t h s of heaven who have Idt the high heaven ; sce the tnt In Kntbb. go tnJorm tea c er , ' . 
'. 'E h S D n'el 4 and Pseudo-Philo 13.6 for a posltl\e role of the Watchers. EthlOplC noc. ee a I . .. . _ .. ~ 
38 See the argument of Newsom tn Dcvelopment of 1 Erllh. h 6 19. - 17. 
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keep watch over creation, protecting angels, and as intermediaries (C~:J~ ~r~) 
between God and humanity. 39 
Shemihazah40 
Shemihazah is an angelic leader who is associated with the Shemihazah 
tradition found in BW. He is the leader of the groups of angels in 1 Enoch 6-16 
who are considered the Watchers. These angels have been enticed by the 
beauty of women on the earth, 1 Enoch 6.3-8 (cf. Gen 6.2 and Jub 4.15), and 
they all swear an oath to go down to the women and to approach them and 
have offspring. Shemihazah is responsible for teaching humanity (and the 
giants) enchantments. Because of their union with human women (l En 10.12), 
Shemihazah and the rest of the Watchers have corrupted themselves and made 
themselves unclean and are bound and cast into darkness (Tartarus) until the 
Day of Judgment. 
Azaze/IAsa 'erl 
Asa'el is first encountered as one of the leaders of the Watchers who swear an 
oath with Shemihazah to go down to the earth and enter into relations with the 
daughters of men. He is introduced in 1 Enoch 6.7 as the tenth angel identified 
as a leader of the group of two hundred angels. Some debate exists about 
whether the angel named in 6.7 is the same angel later identified as Azazel 
(Ethiopic) in 8.1. Here he is an angelic figure associated with the Asa' el 
tradition, which will be discussed in some detail below. This angel is accused 
of teaching humanity what is initially called the "eternal secrets of heaven" 
(9.6), which are later described as a "worthless mystery" (16.3). The secrets 
that Asa'el taught included the making of weapons of war and teaching women 
the art of painting their faces in order to appear more beautiful (8.1). Asa' el 
would be bound and cast into darkness until the Day of Judgment along with 
39 See John 1. Collins, "Watchers," in Dictionary of Deities and Demons in the ~ible 
(DDD) (ed. Karel van der Toorn, Bob Becking. ~nd Pieter ~. van ~er H~rst; 2J ,ed.: Le~den~ 
B'll 1999) 893-95. The idea of these angels IS attested In multIple \It orks,. d. CD ... 18, 
4~ 180; 4QEn; I QapGen; T12P; Daniel 10-12; Hesiod. Works and Days; Phtlo of Byblos. 
Phoenician History. 
40 This tradition will be discussed in detail in ch. -+ below. 
41 This tradition will be discussed in detail in ch. -+ below. 
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the others (10.6). Some scholars are of the opinion that Asa'el was connected 
to Azazel the demon in the desert in Leviticus 16.42 
Giants43 
Giants, yt yavTs5, are first mentioned in the LXX in Genesis 6.1-4. YI yavTs5 
is the Greek translation of the Hebrew terms nephilim and gibborim (Gen 6.4). 
These giants are thought to be the offspring that resulted from the mingling of 
the sons of God and the daughters of men. The origin of the word is thought to 
be y~ysV1l5, born of the earth. This is derived from the Titan myth of Greek 
literature in which the giants are the sons of Gaea whom she persuades to do 
battle with the gods of Olympus.44 The giants are related to the "heroes" of 
Greek literature who are the offspring of the relations between Zeus (and other 
gods) and human women. In the LXX, Yl yavTs5, or a form of it, is used to 
translate four Hebrew terms. This has created a great deal of confusion about 
their identity in the history of Israel. It may be understood from the Flood 
narrative (Gen 6-9) that all flesh, including the giants, was destroyed upon the 
earth, but the yt yavTs5 continue to appear in the text of the Greek Bible 
following the Flood. 
The "giants" of the Watcher tradition are the cause of great turmoil and 
destruction upon the earth due to their appetite for blood (7.3-5). This causes 
God to send the Flood upon the earth to destroy the wickedness of all flesh, 
including the giants (10.2). The Watcher tradition relates that the spirits of the 
giants survive and their spirits become the evil spirits that are a cause of evil 
on the earth at the time of the writing of B W (16.1).45 
Nephilim 
The term nephilim is perhaps the most problematic among the designations 
used in Genesis 6 narrative. It is generally agreed that it is derived from the 
42 H "Rebellion in Heaven." See also Lester L. Grabbe, "The Scapegoat Tradition: A 
anson, d 8 J k' "A _A_ I" . Study of Early Jewish Interpretation," JSJ 18 (1987): 152-67; an . anows I, ru.A£e,. In 
Dictionary of Deities and Demons i~ the Bi~/e: (DDD) (ed. Karel van der Toom, 80b 8ecklng 
and Pieter van der Horst; 2d ed.; Leld~n: 8n.ll,. 1999), 128-31. 
43 This tradition will be discussed In detail In ch. 5 below. 
44 See Homer Iliad 14.279 and Apollodorus 1.1.2-4. . . ., . 
45 C "G'bborim" in Dictionary of Deities and Demons In the BIble. (DDD) 
See P.W. oxon, I, . d H . 2d eel' Le'd . 8 '11 
d T 8 b 8ecking and Pleter W. van er orst, ., I en. n, (ed. Karel van er oom, 0 . "... 
1999),345-46; and G. Mussies, "Giants, In Ibid., 343-45. 
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Hebrew verb '!)J, to fall, in the case of the Genesis passage, "the fallen 
ones.,,46 Despite its occurrence in the Genesis 6.1-4 passage, the author of BW 
chose to exclude it from the narrative, either by choice or because of a lack of 
knowledge of the term.47 The nephilim appear only twice in the Hebrew Bible, 
in Genesis 6.3 and Numbers 13.3.48 The identity of these beings is quite 
ambiguous, although the majority of scholars assume that they are the 
offspring of the relationship of the sons of God and humans.49 Nephilim is 
translated in the LXX by the term YI yavTES', and it is from this translation that 
most scholars have concluded that they are the offspring of the union of the 
divine beings and humans. 50 Targum Pseudo-Jonathan identifies the nephilim 
as the chief Watchers, Shemihazah and Azazel, from the Enochic tradition.51 
Genesis 6.4a identifies the nephilim, if one accepts the generally accepted 
reading of the text, as the "heroes of old, men of renown" of verse 6.4b. This 
identification raises the possibility of a mythical connection with the Greek 
Titan myth or the Mesopotamian Atrahasis myth.52 
46 See references to the Watchers and their offspring in CD 2.19. 
47 The latter proposal creates a few problems within the issue of dating BW. If the author 
was unaware of the term nephilim, then it perhaps supports the theory that BW predates the 
writing of the Genesis text. If he was aware of the Genesis tradition then why did he choose to 
omit such a key term in his work? 
48 The nephilim of Numbers 13.33 are the people whom the me.n saw wh~n the.y were sent 
to spy out the land while Israel was in the wilderness: These bemgs descnbed m the LXX 
t the reader with the problem of how giants survived the Flood; contra to the Watcher presen . II k'11 d 
tradition, which conveys that all the giants were physlca . ~ Ie. . 
49 So the problem remains as to who are the nephlhm of the Geo 6.4 passa~e If they 
. d . t the union of the sons of God and the daughters of men. The GenesIs passage 
eXlste prior 0 . fth . fth C"~~ .. , .... 
does not present the nephilim, or, for that matter, the offspnn~ 0 e uDlon 0 e ~ I'" J .. 
d th 
'n a negative light. On the contrary, the offspnng of the sons of God 10 Gen 6 
an e women, I Th' . f1 th' 
'd d th 'ghty men of old and men of renown. IS m no way re ects e Image 
are consl ere e ml 
of the giants presented in B W. . '1' S 
50 See also the Watcher in Jubilees (6.1) for reference to the offspnng as nephi 1m. ee 
also Book of Giants, 4QEnGib 3.8; and CD 2.19. . . 
51 d b 't can also be implied in CD 2 that the Watchers are the nephlhm based As note a ove, I 
upon the use of the verb ~!ll. . h B 'bl (DDD) (eel 
52 "N h'l' .. I'n Dictionary of Deities and Demons In t e , e: . J Assmann, ep 11m, eel Le'd 8 '11 1999) 
B b B cking and Pieter W. van der Horst; 2d .; I eo: nt, Karel van der Toorn, 0 e . 
618-20. 
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2.6 Date, Place, and Authorship of the Book of Watchers 
The theories concerning the date of the composition of B W have been greatly 
assisted by Milik's publication of the Aramaic fragments from Qumran. The 
ability of scholars to establish an approximate date for B W has aided efforts to 
locate the account of the Watchers in a historical setting that some would 
suggest corresponds to the message of the composition. Such attempts have 
facilitated the development of several interesting theories about the sources 
behind BW and the document's function in Early Judaism. These hypotheses 
will be discussed below. Establishing an approximate date for the composition 
of B W will also assist in tracing the theological and anthropological themes 
that were developing in Early Judaism in the closing centuries B.C.E. and 
perhaps reveal the origin of these same themes found in later Jewish and 
Christian writings. 
According to Milik, the 1 Enoch Aramaic fragments found at Qumran could 
have been a copy of a manuscript that dates to the end of the third century 
B.C.E.S3 This date is based upon the palaeographic evidence of 4QEna which 
attributes the fragment to the early part of the second century B.C.E. and 
4QEnb to the mid-second century B.C.E.S4 This date includes chapters 1-36 as 
a single unit (although we can only assume its unity); however, traditions 
within BW may be considerably older. Milik argues that 1 Enoch 6-11 can 
possibly be dated to the fifth century B.C.E. due to its relationship to Genesis 
6.1-4. Milik goes so far as to argue that the Enochic material had its origin in 
an oral Haggadah on the Genesis 6 passage (see discussion below). 
Milik states that two Qumran manuscripts, 4QEna and 4QEnb, were brought 
from outside Qumran, but does not suggest a place for their origin. Milik 
contends that 4QTestLevia 8 iii 6-7, an Aramaic parallel to the Greek 
Testament of Levi 14.3-4, contains the earliest allusion to BW and dates from 
the second century B.C.E.sS 
S3 M'I'k B ks oifEnoch 24. Based on the script of the manuscript, Milik believes it is 
I I, 00, tho d B C E . 
'bl th t 4QEna could have been a copy, i.e. a copy of a late tr c. . .. manuscnpt, 
POSSI e · 'b'd 141 
which used scribal customs from Northern Syria or MesopotamIa; see I I., ' .. 
S4 Ibid., 25-8. The terminus ante quem for BWis inc.ontestably 164 B.~:E. Mlhk concludes 
that the Judean author wrote BW in the middle of the third c. B.C.E.; see Ibid., 28. 
ss .. th t th "'estament oifLevi based on Qumran fragments and other textual Mlhk argues a e It ' • f ~ urth . 
. b d t d to the early third c. B.C.E. or poSSibly the end 0 the 10 century. 
eVidence, can e a e 
see Milik, Books of Enoch, 24. 
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Milik suggests the author of BW was a Judean and possibly a Jerusalemite. 
This argument is based on the author's view that Jerusalem is the centre of the 
earth and on his familiarity about the surroundings of the city. Milik considers 
that the author was a "modest official in the perfume and spice trade" and 
probably lived in the Nabataean city of Petra. 56 However, Milik's theory is 
highly speculative if one bears in mind that there is little in B W that reflects 
anything about the author. 
George Nickelsburg maintains that BW is made up of multiple traditions 
which can be dated possibly prior to the Hellenistic period, while B W, in its 
completed form (chs. 1-36), was compiled by the middle of the third century 
B.C.E.57 The evidence for this dating comes from the palaeography of 4QEn8 , 
dated to the first half of the second century B.C.E, and also from the reference 
to Enoch in the book of Jubilees (4.21-2), which dates between 175 and 150 
B.C.E.s8 The Shemihazah strand of BW, which Nickelsburg describes as the 
"primary myth," required time to generate "numerous layers of accretion" to 
the point of composition that is extant in the two manuscripts from Qumran. 59 
Nickelsburg argues correctly that several stages of development of the 
Shemihazah material would allow for a date well before 200 B.C.E. in order to 
56 Ibid., 25-6. 
S7 Nickelsburg, Commentary, 7. I would argue that it is possible that the traditions 
originated in a much earlier period, perhaps as early as the late eighth c. B.C.E. due to the 
parallels in the Hesiod myths. Therefore, as Nickelsburg argues, the adaptation of these myths 
by the author of B W could have been as early as the end of the fourth c. B.C.E. 
S8 Ibid., 293. The date for Jubilees is problematic. VanderKam argues that there is 
evidence that it was an authoritative source by the end of the second c. B.C.E. because of its 
alleged use by CD 16.2-4. He posits a terminus a quo of 163-161 B.C.E. and a t~rminus ad 
quem of 140 B.C.E. Therefore, it is appropriate to suggest that BW can be dated m the first 
half of the second c. B.C.E. 
S9 Ibid., 169. See also Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 390-91. Here Nickelsburg 
argues for a date around the end of ~e f~urth ce?tury B.C.E. ~u~ in part to his theory that the 
Wars of the Diadochi provide the histOrical settmg for the wrltmg of BW .. See .al.so Roger T. 
Beckwith "The Earliest Enoch Literature and Its Calendar: Marks of Their Ongm. Date and 
M t· t' 'n" Revue de Qumran 1 0 (1981): 365-72, Beckwith follows a similar line for dating o Iva 10 , •• H th 
as Nickelsburg (mid-third century B.C.E.). but for shghtly different reasons. e argues at 
BW is an Essene (or proto-Essene) document and was composed around 250 ~.C.E. 
( tl d to the beginnings of what he understands as the Essene movement mentioned apparen y ue . . . f 
in 1 Enoch 90.5-17). Beckwith contends th~t BW has ~arallels to the sectanan wntmgs 0 
Qumran and therefore must be Essene, but thiS theory neither con~rms nor suppo~ a date of 
'd tho d tu BeE It is possible that the document was wntten much earher and was rnl - IT cen ry . . . . . . 
only brought to Qumran long after Its compositIon. 
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account for its influence on the author of the Animal Apocalypse In 165 
B.C.E.60 
He states that it is difficult to ascertain the provenance of B W due to the 
multi-cultural traditions that appear in the text (e.g. Babylonian, Greek. or 
Syria-Palestine). He implies a possible Syria-Palestine provenance due to his 
argument for the author's purpose in writing BW, which will be discussed 
below. 61 
Some have argued that to establish a date for the composition of B Jr, one 
must attempt to locate a historical context in which the tradition of B W can 
find a proper application. In this case, Nickelsburg is open to the prospect that 
BW could have been composed much earlier than the early third century 
B.C.E., but recognizes that it would require one to find an appropriate 
historical setting for its transformation and interpretation of the Genesis 6.1-4 
passage. The author, according to Nickelsburg, was probably a Jew living in 
Palestine.62 However, there is no definitive evidence to support this theory. 
Through a precise arrangement of connections between the Shemihazah 
myth and various other Enochic materials, Nickelsburg dates 1 Enoch 12-16 to 
the mid-third century B.C.E., possibly between 300 and 250 B.C.E.63 He 
locates the provenance of chapters 12-16 in the region surrounding Mount 
Hermon in northern Israel, and thus proposes that the chapters were conceived 
by an apocalyptic group in upper Galilee. 64 He bases his hypothesis, inter alia, 
on textual evidence that BW was a polemic against the Jerusalem priesthood. 65 
Nickelsburg argues that the following section, chapters 17-19, has a close 
relationship to 12-16, but was written after them, therefore reflecting a date in 
the early third century B.C.E. in their current configuration. 66 According to 
60 Nickelsburg, Commentary, 170. Cf. Charles, Book of Enoch, Iii. 
61 Nickelsburg, Commentary, 170. 
62 See Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priests," 131. Suter implicitly connects the author of 
B IV to the community at Qumran, rather than the community simply adopting B IV for their 
He dates the myth of the Fallen Angels to the third or early second c. B.C.E., based upon use. . d d h d ' 
the necessity of 1 Enoch being a polemic against the Jerusalem pr~esthoo an t e ocument s 
relationship to the Damascus Document and the Testament of LeVI. 
63 Nickelsburg, Commentary, no. 
M Idem, "Enoch, LC\·i. and Peter," 586. . ' 
65 Id C ntan' 177. Nickelsburg contends two wordplays In verses 6.4 5 give a 
em, omme .' h' f h d ---
h I t · f the author i-' to descend also the name of Enoc s at er; an - . key to t e oca IOn 0 .' , • .... 
n ... ) h pon Mount Hermon See also Hanson, "Rebelhon In Heaven. 199. ('rJi ~~ t ey swore u . 
66 Nickelsburg, Commentary. 279. 
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Nickelsburg, the third and final section, chapters 20-36, should be granted a 
terminus ad quem in the late third century B.C.E.67 
Drawing on Milik's Qumran evidence, Hanson argues that 1 Enoch 6-11 
acquired its present form by the middle of the second century B.C.E.68 
Following Nickelsburg, he contends that due to a growth process of the 
tradition, chapters 6-11 and the Shemihazah material should be assigned to 
some time during the third century B.C.E. Owing to the angelic prayer in 1 
Enoch 9.4-5, Hanson asserts that BW has arisen from the setting of a 
"protagonist group" that is suffering oppression, which resulted in the 
development of BW into a sectarian ideology. He goes on to identify this 
"sectarian apocalyptic group" as the Hasidim or the Essenes in the third 
century B.C.E.69 He argues that the Asa'el material also arose from a similar 
apocalyptic group, but states that details of the dates and groups involved 
cannot be determined. 70 Hanson does not speculate on the provenance of BW as 
a whole, but assumes, due to his sectarian theory, that it would have been in 
Palestine. 
Devorah Dimant does not attempt to pinpoint the date of B W, in particular 
chapters 6-11.71 She maintains that an identifiable historical setting for 1 
Enoch 6-11 cannot be established based on the text,72 but she is willing to push 
the date of the sources back into the late Persian period.7J 
Alternatively, Michael Stone has identified BW as one of the two oldest 
extra-biblical Jewish religious works. He dates BW to the third century B.C.E., 
but states that it may be inferred that the sources of the work could be 
significantly older than the current written form.74 He speculates that the author 
of BW was associated with "well-educated men and may possibly have been 
associated with the traditional intellectual groups, the wise and the priests. ",~ 
67 The problem with Nickelsburg's argument for the dating of this text is that we have no 
fragments of chapters 20-36 within 4QEnu• 
68 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven." 
69 Ibid., 219-20. 
70 Ibid., 226. 
71 Dimant, "Methodological Perspective." 
72 Ibid .. 331. 
73 Ibid. 338, n. 70. d ' k h 
74 S ' "B k of Enoch and Judaism." -lS-l, Stone states the seeon "or,. t e 
to~e, B °ko (1 E I 7"-8")) according to Milik's c\idenee. dates to the end ot the 
Astrollol1l1cal 00 !lOC 1 - -, 
third century, or beginning of the second B.C.E. 
75 Ibid., 489. 
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As with others, he finds it difficult to identify an author with what little 
evidence there is in the text. 
John Collins is less confident than others that one can, with assurance, date 
BWand its components. He does, however, follow Milik's theory that BW, in 
its present form, dates from the beginning of the second century B.C.E. He 
supports this argument with the work of James VanderKam, who recognizes 
that Jubilees has knowledge of BW in the mid-second century B.C.E.76 Collins 
argues that a historical setting for BW cannot be established with accuracy, but 
he recognizes that it was multivalent and applicable to a number of situations. 77 
He remarks that no evidence in the text reveals that B W was written in 
Palestine as proposed by Milik, Nickelsburg, Suter, and speculated by Hanson. 
He proposes instead that the author's familiarity with Babylonian traditions 
could possibly indicate that it was composed in the eastern Diaspora. 78 Despite 
understanding BW as an apocalypse, Collins contends that it was not necessary 
for it to have been composed in a time of persecution. 79 He remarks that to 
limit the purpose of the author in writing the Watcher tradition to an episode of 
a specific time of war, as Nickelsburg suggests, is difficult. Rather it could be 
ascribed to the feeling of oppression through much of the Hellenistic period. 80 
He does not attempt to identify the author of B W, other than the fact that he 
was probably Jewish, but he does indicate that it was typical of a Jewish 
apocalypse to hide the identity of its author by the use of myth that relates 
recurring patterns in history. 81 
The issue of a date for the composition of B W, as can be seen above, is 
complicated. A scholarly consensus seems to place it (at least the extant 
Aramaic form) somewhere in the third century B.C.E. based on Milik's 
palaeography of the Qumran fragments. Milik has also pushed the date into the 
fourth century B.C.E. based on its relationship to the Testament of Le\'i. 
Several problems arise, however, with the reference in 4QTestLevia 8 iii 6-7 to 
76 Collins, "Apocalyptic Technique," 95; s~e al~.o VanderKam. "Enoch Traditions." 
71 See also Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priests. 131. 
78 Collins. "Methodological Issues," 321. 
79 Idem, "Apocalyptic Technique." 110. 
80 Ibid .• 98. 
81 Ibid .• 99. 
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1 Enoch, which may prove it less than useful to date B W. 82 The first matter 
concerns the letters of the name of Enoch in the fragment. The inability to 
identify them clearly as Enoch (liJ[n] '::JP ~':i ~[ ... J line 6) casts 
reasonable doubt upon the idea that this is a reference to the character spoken 
of in BW. The second arises from Milik's translation of the verb L..:i"'. Milik 
translates it as "accuse," but there other possibilities to translate ~:i; without 
forcing a negative meaning onto the text. The textual evidence presented by 
Milik, however, can only place the fragmentss within the Qumran communit\' 
at this time, but says nothing about the actual date and place of composition or 
authorship. Milik's theories of the date of BW have exercised considerable 
influence, sometimes negative, on scholarship attempting to determine the 
function of the book in Early Judaism. 
It is possible to imagine that based on the Qumran material the Watcher 
tradition (in either oral or written form) is much older than the date suggested 
by Milik (and others). The various traditions that lie behind BW may be of 
some assistance in determining what influenced the author of B W to bring 
these sources together in order to present his theological message. In this 
determination, it may be possible to clarify further a date of origin when B W 
assumed its present form. 
2.7 Source-Critical Approach to the Book of Watchers 
The literature published since 1976 concerning BW has attempted to define the 
shape and origin of the traditions that have long been recognized as the myth 
of the Fallen Angels. BW is traditionally thought to be made up of four, or 
possibly five, units of text which were brought together by the author (see 2.3 
above). There are some minor differences of opinion concerning the specifics 
of the division of BW based on the sources, which will be discussed below (6-
82 It should also be noted there is a lack of e\'idence in the later Greek material an~. thc 
. G' t 'al See also obJ'cctions of \'anderKarn to the use of .H)TestLevl a~ 
Cairo eOlza rna en ' f \\'I'k' 
, d 1QE' VanderKam "Major Issues," See also the re\'I~\\' 0 . I I ' S 
eVidence to ate ~ n to • .. 'h "E \' \' h 
, h ' 'B "Enoch Fragments, See also Beckwlt. ar le~t :noc 
reconstructIOn tec OIques to arr. , .' '1 0 k d 
, .. 171f' B kwith doubts the date of the Tc:slament vJ Len glvcn by \11 I an 
Literature. -' ec , 
argues for a date in the second century B,C-E, 
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11,83 6-16,84 or 6-1985). Following Milik's publication, the debate concerning 
the sources of B W has resulted in several key articles which have attempted to 
determine the origin of the sources (i.e. Hellenistic, Near Eastern, or Israelite) 
and how the author used them to present the theological message of the book. 86 
2.7.1 Milik 
Milik recognizes, along with Pierre Grelot, that the material of chapters 6-19 
of 1 Enoch was an early written source for B W that the author incorporated 
into his work with very little change. 87 Milik and Grelot argue that the source 
of BW 6-19 was an oral Haggadah on Genesis 6.1-4, which later (fifth c. 
B.C.E.) became a written tradition by the redactors of the Pentateuch. Milik 
states that the "close interdependence of 1 Enoch 6-19 and Genesis 6.1-4 is 
perfectly obvious," in that the two texts contain similar wording and phrasing. 
According to Milik, the text of Genesis 6, "deliberately refers back to our 
83 See Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven"; Dimant, "Methodological Perspective"; and 
Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth." 
84 Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priests." 
85 Newsom, "Development of 1 Enoch 6-19." 
86 Some scholars suggest that Zoroastrian notions of daevas may have influenced Jewish 
ways of thinking about spirits, demons, and angels. However, source difficulties accompany 
any simple acceptance of such Zoroastrian influence. First, the evidence available to us for 
discerning Zoroastrian beliefs in the fifth through third centuries B.C.E. is very limited: much 
of what we know about Zoroastrian teaching on demons can be gleaned from documents 
whose present form dates from no earlier than the ninth century C.E. Secondly, even if it be 
allowed that these late documents contain earlier material, it is far from straightforward to 
distinguish the earlier material from later layers of traditions. Moreover, it is not entirely clear 
which criteria might be used effectively to distinguish between "early" and "late" concepts. 
See John J. Collins, Apocalyptic Imagination: An Introduction to Jewish Apocalyptic 
Literature (2d ed. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1998), 29-33. For support of early dating of the 
material, see Mary Boyce, "On the Antiquity of Zoroastrian Apocalyptic," BSOAS 47 (1984) 
57-75. For arguments against see I. P. Culianu, Psychanodia I: A Survey of the Evidence 
Concerning the Ascension of the Soul and Its Relevance (Leiden: Brill, 1983); P. Gignoux, 
"L 'apocalyptique iranienne est-elle vraiment la source d'autres apocalypses?" Acta Antiqua 
Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 31 (1988): 67-78. Thirdly, B W in particular is most 
probably a literary product of the He]]enistic period; indeed, we have seen how it reflects 
historical and ideological concerns. While some affinities with Zoroastrian thought cannot be 
absolutely ruled out, the evidence suggests BW belongs in a world where Greek tradition is 
more of an immediate concern to the author. 
87 See Milik, Books of Enoch, 30-1 and Pierre Grelot, "La Legende D'Henoch Dans Les 
Apocryphes Et Dans La Bible: Origine Et Signification," Recherche.s de science religieuse 46 
(1958). See also Margaret Barker, The Old Testamen!: .Th~ Survival ~f Themes From the 
Ancient Royal Cult in Sectarian Judaism and Early ChrlStlamty (London. SPCK, 1987), 18-9. 
S N wsom "Development of J Enoch 6-19," 315, Newsom argues that chapters 6-11 were ee e , . ..•• 
"completely independent of the Enochlc tradition. 
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Enochic document, two or three phrases which it quotes verbatim. "88 The close 
relationship of BWand Genesis 6.1--4 is one of the central issues in the source 
critical arguments concerning BW. Milik recognizes that a Babylonian tradition 
is being drawn upon in reference to the names of the Watchers used by the 
author of BW. Accordingly, clear allusions can be seen to "the Babylonian 
model of the antediluvian kings and sages" in the hierarchical pattern of the 
list of angels (Le. Shemihazah and the leaders of ten). 89 
2.7.2 Kvanvig 
Helge Kvanvig demonstrates a close relationship of BW and Genesis 6.1--4, but 
he argues (contra Milik) that 1 Enoch 6-11 is dependent on the Genesis 
material. 90 K vanvig argues that Genesis 4-9 should be regarded as the source 
for 1 En 6-11 based on the "high number of allusions to Genesis 4-9 and the 
similarity of structure." He contends despite this close relationship of the two 
passages, the differences in their content are very noticeable.91 He also notes 
that there are several recognizable Hellenistic and Near Eastern traditions in 
BW, i.e. the Atrahasis myth, the Epic of Gilgamesh, and several from the 
Hittite mythology.92 Kvanvig argues that this may be due to the presence of a 
mixed population in Palestine following the exile, which resulted in an 
adaptation of myths from other cultures by the Israelites.93 He finds it "unlikely 
that the Babylonian traditions first were adapted by Jewish scribes in their 
Babylonian form and later in Palestine were transformed into a Jewish Enochic 
concept." Rather he thinks that the absorption occurred in the Babylonian 
Diaspora and was incorporated later within Palestine. 94 
88 Milik, Books of Enoch, 31. 
89 Milik, Books of Enoch, 29, 33, and 37-39. . 
90 See Helge S. Kvanvig, Roots of Apocalyptic: The MesopotamIan Ba~kground of the 
h F ' d '''the Son o"Man (WMANT 61; Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neuklrchener Verlag, Enoe 'gure an oJ 'J' , h d' M'I'k' 1988), 275-80, Kvanvig, through an elaborate process, claims ,e Isproves I I S 
, th t I Enoeh 6-11 was composed prior to the final redaction of the Oen 6.1-4 
assumption a 'd th 'd th J r h 
H I S that this very early date IS doubtful base on e I ea at c..noc passages, e a so argue , . f BW 0 6 
I t hl'storl'cal setting (p 96), He notes one strlkmg contrast 0 to en 6-11 suggests a a er " , 99) 
is the failure of the author of BWto mention the Nephlbm (see pp. 296- . 
91 Ibid., 278-79. 
92 Ibid., 300-04, 
93 Ibid., 322, 
94 Ibid., 326, 
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2.7.3 Collins 
Collins has little doubt that the present form of BW is a fusion of multiple 
strands of tradition, but he is less convinced that it is possible to separate these 
strands precisely to the form of their original source.95 He recognizes that parts 
of the story were independent at one point (i.e. the Shemihazah story), but 
were edited into the final redaction in order to be used by the author to present 
his message. Thus, all the units must be considered as a part of the whole story 
of the Watchers introduced in chapters 1-5. As Collins argues, the traditions 
found within BW (Shemihazah and Asa'el) are present in a distinct tension to 
help understand the function of B W. As to the origin of these traditions, he 
contends that it is possible they emerged from periods of warfare, as 
Nickelsburg argues,96 but it is not a necessary conclusion. It should perhaps be 
considered that the traditions found in B W developed during the generally 
oppressive conditions of Hellenistic rule of the period. Collins recognizes BW 
and the myths that it contains as a paradigmatic model that could have been 
easily applied to other situations besides the period of the Diadochi Wars.97 He 
admits the possible use of Babylonian, Greek, Persian, and Mesopotamian 
traditions in the journey passages in chapters 17-36.98 Collins also proposes 
that allusions to biblical passages in BW, such as Isaiah 24.21-24, indicate that 
there is perhaps a Jewish tradition entrenched within the text that can be 
identified in canonical sources.99 
2.7.4 Hanson 
Hanson raises the question of the literary independence of 1 Enoch 6--11 by 
examining the genre of the passages in relation to other works of the period. 
95 Collins, "Apocalyptic Technique," 95. See also Stone, "Book of Enoch and Judaism," 
Stone agrees that B W has evolved from multiple sources. 
96 Nickelsburg "Apocalyptic and Myth," 389-91. . 
97 C II' "Ap' ocalyptic Technique" 98. Collins states that the author has avoided clear 
oms, ' 'd 16M thod I . I I .. 
fi II S the P
lace of authorship' see I em, e 0 oglca ssues, 
historical re erences as we a ' . ., . k I b d 
C II
' t t that I't is an error to limit BW to one specific situation as NIC e s urg an 321 0 lOS sa es . .. tat' f JEll 6-
. t d t do Suter proposes that his paradigmatic mterpre Ion 0 noc 
Suter have attem~ eO. I tral " and thus draws parallels to the priesthood in 
16 "treats the actions of the ange s as cen , 
Jerusalem. . " I f Technique" 1 05-07; e.g. Mesopotamian: Gilgamesh, 
98 See eollans, Apoca yp IC f E . Persian' book of Arda Viraf. 
Enmeduranki and Xisouthros; Greek: M~ ;'m';;t, "Meth~ological Perspective." Dimant and 
99 See also Barker, Old Testament, an . I .. 
Barker argue that J Enocll draws on Israehte traditions. 
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He defines this section of BW as an "expository narrative" based on the 
inability of scholars to set it in a clearly defined literary genre. Hanson argues 
that 1 Enoch 6-11 is an early example of literature that would later serve as the 
basis for Targum, Midrash, and Jewish ethnographic historiography. The basis 
of this expository narrative is, as most scholars would agree, Genesis 6.1-4. 100 
Hanson contends that 1 Enoch 6-11 was composed of two main narratives: 
the Shemihazah tradition and the Azazel tradition (Hanson uses Azazel rather 
than Asa'el for reasons that will be made clear below). According to Hanson, 
the Shemihazah tradition, chapters 6-11 with 7.1de, 8.1-3; 9.6, 8c; 10.4-10 
removed, is the core text of B Wand that the other material, the Azazel 
tradition, was used by the author as "an interpretive elaboration growing 
organically out of the Shemihazah narrative." It is on the basis of the 
Shemihazah material that he describes 1 Enoch 6-11 as a "rebellion-in-
heaven."lol He does not regard Azazel and Shemihazah as two separate 
traditions brought together by the editor, but rather recognizes Azazel as an 
elaboration of the Shemihazah tradition. 102 
Hanson contends that the parallels within BWhave been largely obscured by 
the tendencies of scholars to historicize the tradition. He suggests that the 
Azazel material was used by the author of B W to allude to sacrificial 
ceremonies in the Babylonian Akitu festival to the goddess of the underworld 
Ereshkigal. 103 He states that there may be a connection with the Greek 
Prometheus myth, as does Nickelsburg,I04 but claims there are some significant 
themes in Prometheus that do not appear in the Watcher tradition of 1 Enoch.
los 
Because of these differences, he contends that the parallels between the two 
traditions should be accounted for by a common source rather than a direct 
influence upon each other. 
100 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven." Hanson would argue that it includes, in a broader 
sense, Gen4-10. . Ib'bl' I 'I'ah 
101 Ibid. 220. Hanson also sees the Near East~rn myths behmd severa. I Ica tex~. sal 
145-21 king of Babylon), Ezekiel 28.1-10 (pnnce of Tyre), 11-19 (king of Tyre), 32.~-8 
(k: f ~ t) All of these kings, according to Hanson, follow the "exampl~ of the H~man 109 0 gyp A' htar th Morningstar and characterizes them all as rebels-tn-heaven. 
myth character s ,e , .. f Azaz I' h 4 4 3 2 
102 Se detailed discussion of Hanson's theory of the ongm 0 e 10 c . , . . . 
103 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 222. . 3 
104 • I b 'd' cussion on Prometheus 10 ch. 4. 4,3. , See Nlcke s urg s IS that two important themes that playa significant part in 
105 Ibid 225 n. 58. Hanson argues 
., '.. 'BW' th deception of Zeus and the ravenous eagle. 
Prometheus are mlssmg 10 • e 
Book of Watchers: History of Documents and Research 36 
Hanson suggests that the teaching of the "heavenly secrets" motif of the 
Watchers tradition is a later elaboration that was adapted by both the 
Shemihazah and Azazel material. The teaching motif found in the Watcher 
tradition has its origin in the ancient Near Eastern culture. This motif spread 
from the Near East to the Hellenistic world and shaped the "Hero" tradition. 
Contrary to suggestions of a direct influence upon 1 Enoch by the Greek 
myths, Hanson understands that both have their origin in the Near Eastern 
material. He maintains that the teaching motif was first evident in the Azazel 
material and later taken up by the Shemihazah material. 106 He asserts that the 
culture-heroes were present in the Near Eastern world prior to the emergence 
of the Prometheus myth, as is evident in Berossos and Genesis 4. These hero 
myths can be traced to the third millennium B.C.E. when the heroes taught 
humanity divine secrets that aided in the development of civilization. 107 The 
instruction of the Greek heroes and the angels of the Watcher tradition both 
appear to be of a positive nature at their inception and only take on a negative 
aspect within the context of the story in BW, although with little explanation 
based upon the subjects listed in the 1 Enoch 8 passage. 
2.7.5 Nickelsburg 
Nickelsburg follows the generally accepted view that BW is a merger of two 
distinct traditions about the angels Shemihazah and Azazel. 108 As with other 
scholars, Nickelsburg recognizes the close relationship of BW with Genesis 
6.1-4. He argues there are multiple parallels with Genesis 6--9 in other 
apocalyptic works (e.g., Testament of Moses 5-10; Jub 23.12-31; 1 En 85-90; 
93.1-10; 91.11-17).109 Contrary to Milik, Nickelsburg considers 1 Enoch 6--11 
to be dependent upon Genesis 6.1-2, 4 regardless of the original tradition of 
106 lb' d 226f Hanson argues that the Azazel tradition contained the teaching motif prior 
. I ". '. th Sh mihazah tradition based upon its similarities to the Prometheus 
to Its adaptation lOtO e e . . . Id 
. t' the teaching of heavenly secrets motif 10 the ancient wor . m>;~; which ~on alO~1 amesh. See Felix Jacoby, Die Fragmente der griechischen Historilcer. 
Cf. ~p,c of a.' g 378-82 text 680.F4. Hanson states that the Greek authors 
III C 1 (Lelden: Bnll, 1958), PPfi' d those who were once human into deities because of 
(Proticus and Euhemeros) trans orme 
their contribution to the world.. d Myth" 383. See also Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen 
108 Nickelsburg, "ApocalyptiC an , 
Priests," 115-16. 166 See idem "Apocalyptic and Myth." 392-93. 
109 Nickelsburg, Commentary,· , 
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the .~enesis passage. 110 He identifies the Shemihazah myth as the primary 
tradItIon found in 1 Enoch 6-16 and through a series of expansions of the 
story, which included the Instruction tradition and the addition of the Asa'e} 
material, we have these chapters in their current form. 111 
In ~hapters 6-11, Nickelsburg has identified a dependence of the 1 Enoch 
matenal on the Greek Prometheus myth. 112 He is supported in this theory in 
part by Glasson, Pearson, Hengel, Delcor and Bartelmus. 1I3 He notes th 
identification in chapters 17-19 of possible comparisons to Greek an; 
Bab~~onian traditions. While citing Grelot and Milik for identifying these 
tradItIons concerning the heavenly journeys of Enoch, Nickelsburg notes the 
evidence for these comparisons is not persuasive. 114 He further states that it is 
possible that 1 Enoch echoes an exposure to the Epic of Gilgamesh (although 
this is more likely reflected in the Book of Giants), but the recognized 
allusions function differently in 1 Enoch. 115 
110 Idem, Commentary, 166. Nickelsburg disagrees with Milik and Barker in their separate 
conclusions that Gen 6.1-2, 4 refers to 1 Enoch 6-11. 
111 See also Newsom, "Development of 1 Enoch 6-19." Newsom is primarily in agreement 
with Nickelsburg in relation to the three main sections of chapters 6-16. See also Hanson, 
"Rebellion in Heaven." 
112 Nickelsburg, Commentary, 192. See here for details on the story of the Prometheus 
myth. Nickelsburg also draws parallels to the Titanomachia in Aeschylus'S Prometheus Bound 
in 1 Enoch 10. 
113 See T. F. Glasson, Greek Influence in Jewish Eschatology (London: SPCK, 1961), 6S; 
Brooke A. Pearson, "A Reminiscence of Classical Myth At II Peter 2,4," GRBS 10; (1969): 
73-4; Martin Hengel, Judaism and Hellenism, I: 190; Mathias Delcor, "Le Mythe De La 
Chute Des Anges Et De L'origine Des Geants Comme Exlication Du Mal Dans Le Monde 
Dans L'apocalyptique Juive: Histoire Des Traditions," RHR 190 (1976): 24; and ROdiger 
Bartelmus, Heroentum in Israel und Seiner Umwelt (ZOrich: Theologischer Verlag, 1979), 
161-66. Dimant argues that the Enochic text is reliant on a Semitic source, possibly biblical, 
but also admits the possibility of a Semitic influence on the Prometheus myth, Dimant, 
"Methodological Perspective," 331. See also Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priests," liS, Suter 
does not argue for a particular cultural origin for B W, but cites the arguments for the 
Hellenistic and Near Eastern traditions. 
114 See Grelot, "Legende," S4; and Milik, Booles of Enoch, I S-8, 33-41, 291. 
115 Nickelsburg, Commentary, 279. Glasson has identified a comparison. of Enoch's 
journey to the Greek Nekyia, see Glasson, Greek Influence, 8-11. Further poSSible parallels 
can be found in, among others, the Odyssey Book II and Plato's Phaedo 113D:-l14C. See 
Nickelsburg, Commentary, 280. Nickelsburg also argues for the same model of Journey, the 
Greek Nekyia, for chapters 20-36, although to a lesser degree than 17-19. 
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2.7.6 Newsom 
Carol Newsom states that BW has a complex redactional history between 
chapters 6-11 and 12-16 that includes three main elements. Chapters 6-11 
contain two of those elements: (1) the Shemihazah tradition, in which the 
angels have intercourse with women and produce giant offspring and humans 
are the victims of the giant devastation; (2) the Asa'el tradition in which the 
angels taught forbidden knowledge and humans are seen as collaborators in 
sin. 116 Following Hanson, Newsom's third strand is the teaching of good 
knowledge, quite possibly an independent tradition that was taken on board by 
both the Shemihazah and Asa'el traditions. 117 She criticises Nickelsburg's 
failure to explain the distinct differences between the teaching motif found in J 
Enoch 6-16 and the Prometheus myth. 118 
Newsom notes that there is a close association between J Enoch 12-16, in 
particular 15.11-12, with Jubilees 10.1-14 and the description of the nature of 
evil caused by the spirits of the giants. According to Newsom, this tradition, 
drawn on by Jubilees, is possibly much older than what is found in BW. 
Unfortunately, however, she does not elaborate upon the origin of the Jubilees 
tradition.1I9 Newsom does an excellent job of explaining the problematic 
construction of chapters 6-16 by her interpretation of the author's adaptation 
of the Shemihazah, Asa' el, and the teaching motif into his message. 120 
2.7.7 Dimant 
Dimant follows the traditional partitioning of B W, i.e. chapters 6-11, 12-16, 
and 17-36. 121 However, her view about the source of these sections differs 
significantly from those discussed above. She regards chapters 6-11 as an 
extract from what she describes as "an independent Midrashic source." In a 
116 • M I b g argues "The two strands of material discerned in the text of I Enoch Corrie 0 en er , . . f' 'th' 
t two separate traditions but reflect chan gang nobons 0 san WI an some 6-11 do not represen ' d 
J 
. h unl'ty to Corrie Molenberg "A Study of the Roles of Shemlhaza an parts of the eWIS comm . ' 
. E h 6-11 to JJS 3S (1984): 136-46. Asal~~ an 1 noc "0 '1 ment of 1 Enoch" 313. Newsom argues that the Asa 'el tradition is 
Newsom, eve OP' I 'th th E h 
. bl' h d' the Jewish tradition and probably dates, a ong WI e DOC 
one that IS well esta IS e an 
tradition, from the Mesopotamian flood story. " 
118 See Newsom, "Development of 1 Enoch 6-19, 314, 
119 Ibid,.' 321 ~,39. h I nation of the structure of chs. 12-16; ibid., 314. 
120 See an particular er exp a ." 
121 Dimant, "Methodological Perspective, 
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similar approach to Hanson and Newsom, Dimant contends the structure of 6-
11 reveals evidence that these chapters consisted of "independent literary 
sources," primarily the Shemihazah (in which she includes the teaching 
material, although added at a later time)l22 and Asa'el traditions. III 
Dimant contends that the Shemihazah story is "clearly based on the biblical 
account of Genesis 6.1-4" established on the evidence of the parallels in J 
Enoch 6 and 7. 124 Dimant does not agree with Hanson that the Shemihazah and 
Asa'el stories have a common origin because they "differ in major figure, 
general character, and orientation."12s It appears, though, that Dimant has 
misunderstood Hanson's theory. He does not propose a common origin for the 
two traditions, but rather that the Azazel (Hanson's choice of the name of the 
angel) material was derived from Leviticus 16 and then added to the 
Shemihazah material by the author of B W as an elaboration of the themes of 
punishment and restoration. 126 
Dimant suggests that the Watcher tradition in BW is independent of the 
Flood narrative. She contends, however, that there is an apparent link through 
the Noachide Commandments, which is a basis for joining the deluge and the 
Watcher tradition. 127 Dimant makes this connection through the description of 
the sins of the angels and apparent parallels in Genesis 9.4-6. Dimant's 
description is problematic. Her list of Noachide Commandments in her parallel 
is not included in Genesis 9.4-6. Instead, she resorts to later Talmudic 
122 Ibid., 324; this is contra Nickelsburg and Hanson who include the teaching material 
with the Azazel tradition. 
123 Dimant describes this section as "unusual in its length, form and detailed description 
and is the most ancient witness to the legend of the Fallen Angels." Dimant cites the 
following as other sources to the tradition: Sirach 16.7; Jubilees 4.15, 22; 5.1-10; 7.21-25; 
8.3; 10.5; CD 2.17-21; 4Q180-181; lQ19; 6Q8; IQapGen 2.1-5, 16; Wisdom of Solomon 
14.6-7; T. Reuben 5.6-7; T. Naphtali 3.5; 2 Baruch 86.10-16; and 2 Enoch 4; 7. 
124 Note Gen 6.1-2a=1 Enoch 6.1-2a; Gen 6.2b, 4b=1 Enoch 7.lab; Gen 6.4c=1 Enoch 
7.2a; and Gen 6.12b= 1 Enoch 8.2c. 
125 Ibid., 326; see also pp. 331, 336 n. 38 for Dimant's reasons for disagreement with 
Hanson. 
126 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 225-26. Hanson argues that the author added the 
Azazel material in order to give a "further biblical basis to the theology developed by the 
original narrative"; the origin of evil. . . .. 
127 It should be questioned as to whether or not It IS necessary to make thiS far reachma 
parallel based on the inclusion of the Flood in 1 Enoch 10.22 of the Ethiopic text. See Knibb. 
Elhioplc Enoch, 91. 
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accretions in order to support her Flood theory.128 Dimant admits that there was 
no established and accepted list of prohibitions until the third century C.E. and 
therefore draws on CD 4.17 and the three sins listed: fornication, property, and 
defiling the Temple. She argues that these three are close to those listed in the 
Noachide Commandments. Dimant claims that she does "not pretend to have a 
magic formula which will resolve all contradictions," but it appears that it 
would take a magic formula to make this unnecessary parallel plausible. 
Dimant argues for a Semitic influence on BW that perhaps originated in 
biblical tradition. She notes that most of the comparisons of BW with Greek or 
Near Eastern myths are ill-founded and strongly disagrees with Nickelsburg on 
his argument for a Greek influence, claiming that "the influence of the Greek 
gigantomachia or titanomachia [i.e. the Prometheus mythf29 on the story of 
the giants is not substantiated by real evidence. "130 While Nickelsburg may be 
correct in his assessment, Dimant rightly states that "one must exercise the 
utmost caution in comparing myths from different contexts and cultural milieu 
. • • such an analysis must take into account the special character of the 
material, including its interpretative nature. "131 
As can be understood from the above presentation, no consensus can be 
reached about the origin of the Fallen Angel tradition in BW, except that it was 
not original to the author. The theories have varied from an origin in the 
biblical tradition, a Hellenistic origin, or a Near Eastern origin; based on the 
text of B W, one may argue that the Fallen Angel tradition evolved from one of 
these cultures or even multiple cultures. A general assumption can be made 
that the interaction between the Israelite, Hellenistic, and Persian cultures 
resulted in transference of myths, both oral and written, which resulted in the 
allusions and parallels that have been found in many of the literary works 
including B W. 132 Important to this understanding is that the culture of Israel did 
128 Dimant, "Methodological Perspective," 327-30. Cf. b. Sanh. 56b, 59a; Gen Rab. 16.6; 
and Exod Rab. 30.9. 
129 Brackets are mine. 
130 See Dimant, "Methodological Perspective," 339 n. 74. 
131 Ibid., 331. 
132 For discussion of the possible influence of Zoroastrianism on Jewish apocalypticism. 
see Collins, Apocalyptic Imagination, 29-33. Several difficulties arise if one is to argue for 
the influence of Zoroastrianism on Judaism. First, the material, the Gathas and Avesta, cannot 
be dated precisely. They are preserved in the Pahlavi books, which are dated from the ninth 
century C.E. Collins argues that the influence of Persian material was not through a simple 
--- -----
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not remain isolated from that of its neighbours but assimilated aspects (in this 
case literary) of its occupiers', captors' and neighbours' traditions. Perhaps a 
more important question for the present study is how the myths behind B W 
were incorporated into the Jewish culture and used by the author to transmit 
his message. 
2.8 The Function of the Book of Watchers 
Scholars have attempted to ascertain the author's intention in writing BW as a 
whole (chs. 1-36). As a result, there are nearly as many opinions on the 
intended function of B W as there are articles written on the work. The 
complexity of the mythic story, and the possibility that multiple sources make 
up its current form, make it difficult to pinpoint a period in history for its 
authorship. The basic question that serves as a starting point of the researcher 
concerning BW is: why was there such a need for an explanation of the origin 
of evil spirits during this period (third c. B.C.E.) of Israelite history? From this 
question, most have turned to the relationship of BW to Genesis 6.1-4. The 
correlation of these two texts creates several problems, not the least of which 
is the difference in perception of the action of the angels in each of the 
versions. In Genesis, their behaviour is not portrayed in a negative light, 
whereas in B W the behaviour of the angels is seen as unambiguously 
villainous. Despite the difficulty in interpreting the author's intent in writing 
B W, the task must be undertaken if one is to understand the reception of 
Genesis 6.1-4 and its role in the development of the theme of demonic 
affliction in Early Judaism. 
The author of BW is faced with the problem of affliction that his nation 
must cope with on a continual basis. Who is responsible for this amiction and 
why is the God of Israel not coming to deliver the nation? He finds his answer 
in his understanding of the passage of Genesis 6.1-4 (or a tradition from which 
borrowing, but rather "whatever was taken over from Persian apocalyptic ism was thoroughly 
reconceived and integrated with other strands of thought.·· For support of Persian influence 
see Mary Boyce, A History of Zoroastrianism (3 vols.; Leiden: Bri)). 1975-I 991); David 
Winston, "The Iranian Component of the Bible, Apocrypha and Qumran," HR 5 (1966): 188-
89; and R. C. Zaehner, The Dawn and Twilight of Zoroastrianism (London: Weidenfeld and 
Nicolson, 1961). For argument against the influence, see P. Wemberg-M8))er, "A 
Reconstruction of the Two Spirits in the Rule of the Community," RevQ 3 (1961): 413-41. 
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it and the Fallen Angel tradition in BW developed), which he has interpreted as 
a representation of the origin of evil spirits. 
Three main theories of interpretation have been suggested concerning the 
function of BW in Early Judaism. The first theory, offered by Nickelsburg, 
applies the text to a period in Israelite history in which they face continual 
oppression by the Hellenistic kingdoms that surrounded them.133 The second, 
offered by Hanson (and to a degree Newsom and Collins), describes BW as a 
narrative that reveals the origins of evil in the story of the giants, and, in 
addition, relates the eschatological events in which the God of Israel will judge 
the wicked.134 The third, a far more problematic theory offered by Suter, 
identifies BW as a polemic against the priesthood in Jerusalem by an 
apocalyptic group in Israel. I3s 
2.B.1 Nickelsburg 
Nickelsburg contends that BW contains three sections within the narrative. 
Each of these three sections contains expansions and departures from the 
Genesis 6 passage. 136 The three sections describe what he understands as the 
message of the author of B W. The first is the story of "the origins of a 
devastated world." One of the most conspicuous differences between the 
Genesis 6 passage and B W originates in this section of the narrative. In 1 
Enoch 6-11, the Watchers and their offspring are described in an iniquitous 
fashion, whereas in the Genesis 6 passage the bene elohim and their offspring 
are described non-pejoratively. The sin of the angels in BW is seen as a 
rebellion against God (1 En 7.5). Their offspring are portrayed by the author as 
the source of evil spirits in the world. 137 They are the cause of the coming 
133 Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth." 
134 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven"; Newsom, "Development of J Enoch 6-19"; Collins, 
"Apocalyptic Technique," and Kvanvig, Roots, 315-18. 
135 Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priests." 
136 Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 386. See also Hendel, "Of Demigods," 14. 
Hendel discusses the problematic structure of the Gen 6.1-4 passage. He cites several scholars 
who describe the passage with such characterizations as "cracked erratic boulder," "a torso or 
fragment" (Wellhausen and Gunkel respectively). A more interesting description is put forth 
by B.S. Childs. Childs describes the passage as "a foreign particle of pagan mythology" that 
was radically altered by the Israelite tradition (see notes 5, 6, and 7 respectively). 
137 Dimant, "Methodological Perspective," 330; Dimant argues against the concept of the 
emergence of demons in B W, stating that "this view is based on a misconception of the story 
itself and on overstressing a secondary element, namely, the account of the demons issuing 
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Flood that will be used to cleanse the earth of the wickedness of this rebellion. 
Conversely, in Genesis 6.3, 5-6, the evil of humanity is responsible for the 
coming Flood and the destruction of the wicked. 138 
Within the second section, "The turning point: a plea for help," Nickelsburg 
argues the author of BW draws on the story of Cain and Abel in Genesis 4.10. 
The destruction caused by the giants is aligned with the bloodshed motif used 
in Gen 4.10. In both portrayals, humanity cries out for help from heaven; 
however, the two responses are distinctly different. In the Genesis text (6.5), 
God sees the wickedness of humanity and in 1 Enoch 9.1-3 the archangels see 
the bloodshed and hear the cries of humanity. The author of B W then inserts a 
prayer (l En 9.5, 10-11) in which he describes the sovereignty of God in this 
situation, but at the same time allows for the continuation of the problem of 
evil by a seemingly uncaring God. 139 At the end of the prayer (9.11), the author 
reveals to his audience a parallel of the Genesis flood story: "And you know 
everything before it happens, and you know this and what concerns each of 
them. But you say nothing to us. What ought we to do with them about this?" 
Nickelsburg argues that within the composition of the prayer the author makes 
a "clear and pointed statement of the problem of evil": God is in control. 
The third section, "The divine resolution of the situation," reveals the 
coming hope for the audience of B W. The Flood narrative of Genesis describes 
the destruction of humanity and the survival of the righteous Noah. 
Nickelsburg notes that the author of BW has made an addition to the Genesis 
material. 140 The author's revision of the judgment theme now places the blame 
upon the Watchers and the giants for the corruption of the earth. This revision 
of the story appears on the surface to be a radical shift from the biblical text. 
from the dead bodies of the giants." She argues that the story is, in contrast, the myth of the 
"figure of the Temptor" which would emerge in later Jewish and Christian sources. 
138 Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 386-87. See also Stone, "Book of Enoch and 
Judaism," 487. Stone argues that chapters 6-11 are interested in the origin of evil and 
heavenly knowledge. He understands the makeup of BWto be of an eschatological nature. See 
also Hendel, "Of Demigods," 16. Hendel argues, "the myth exists because it explains what it 
explains": the origin of evil; and Dimant, "Methodological Perspective," 336 n. 38d; Dimant 
states that in her "judgment the Shemihazah story is not 'myth explaining the origin of evil. tit 
139 The idea expressed in the closing of the prayer "you know all things," "you allow 
them," "but you do not tell us what to do about them," appears to be an attempt to keep God 
separated from the source of evil. See a possible parallel in J Enoch 84 in Enoch's prayer to 
God. 
140 Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 388. 
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While the need for the Flood in the biblical text lies with corrupt humanity 
(Gen 6.5-7), in BW the blame lies with the Watchers, but 1 Enoch 10.22 
describes that there will be a flood upon the earth and all sin and wickedness 
will be destroyed, including the wickedness of humanity described in Genesis 
6.5-7. 141 The author of BW may be relating to his audience that the corrupt of 
humanity who are oppressing them will be destroyed as the corrupt of 
humanity were in the Genesis 6 passage. However, not only will the wicked be 
destroyed, but also the source of the evil. According to Nickelsburg, the author 
is using an Urzeit-Endzeit typology in which the narrative of the Genesis text 
is used as a prototype for what will follow in the eschaton. 142 
Nickelsburg states that the use of the Shemihazah and Asa' el myths is a key 
to the author's perspective. The author has described the nature of the evil at 
work in the world, which was a result of the rebellion of the angels against 
God. But beyond the origin-of-evil story, Nickelsburg argues the author is 
portraying a realm of evil spirits that is responsible for the evil that Israel is 
facing at the time. The author advises that there is no hope against these spirits 
without the help of God. Nickelsburg suggests the function of BW is to 
encourage the people that despite the presence of a spiritual evil, for the 
removal of which there appears to be no solution, there is help coming from 
God. 143 
Nickelsburg's understanding of the message and function of BW leads him 
to find a historical setting for the book. He places B W at the end of the fourth 
or beginning of the third century B.C.E. in Palestine. Nickelsburg argues that 
he is justified in seeking a setting for BW and believes that it is specifically 
during a time of fierce military conflict, a conflict that the author considered a 
threat to all of humanity. He contends that the battle is the Wars of the 
Diadochi in the late fourth century B.C.E. He suggests that the vehicle used for 
the development of the story in BW (i.e. Shemihazah tradition) originated in 
141 It is not so apparent that the humans did not share in the blame in J Enoch &-11. There 
is, after all, a law at work that the humans are responsible to keep, along with the angels, the 
law of the cosmos. There is no evidence in the text of B W that the angels overwhelmed the 
women and took them by force, but at the same time, there is little evidence that the women 
knew the true nature of the angels. 
142 Ibid. See also Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 195. 
143 Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 389. 
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the belief that the Diadochi had divine ancestry.l44 If these Hellenistic leaders 
had divine heritage, then it is possible that the author of BW recognized this, 
but as Nickelsburg describes, "they were not gods, but demons-angels who 
rebelled against the authority of God."145 Two points should be noted in 
reference to Nickelsburg's suggested parallel. (1) He argues the Watchers 
could be paralleled to the Diadochi, but unlike the Diadochi, the Watchers did 
not oppress humanity. (2) He mistakenly describes the angels as demons. 
Nowhere in B Ware the angels referred to as demons. This was a period of 
intense fighting in Israel, but did this period threaten the existence of Israel as 
a people?l46 Little evidence can be found, as Nickelsburg argues, to support 
this idea. 147 It is difficult to recognize the catastrophic effects related in the 
Watcher tradition to the events of these wars. No historical evidence can be 
suggested that describes a threat to the continued existence of the people of 
Israel during this period. 
2.8.2 Hanson 
Similar to Nickelsburg, Hanson suggests four themes develop in the narrative 
that lead one to believe that the purpose of B W is to describe a "rebellion-in-
heaven," (for a thorough discussion of Hanson's theory of "rebellion in 
heaven," see ch. 5, section 5.2.)148 The major theme depicts the cosmos in two 
distinct realms, heaven and earth, in which dwell creatures specific to each 
realm. But, as Hanson describes, "a rebellious inclination leads certain 
heavenly beings to contemplate transgressing this separation, ominously 
144 See Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 396 n. 61. Nickelsburg cites several works 
that have investigated this line of thought concerning the characters of the Diadochi. 
145 Ibid., 397. 
146 See discussion of the period in Bickerman, Jews in the Greek Age, 69-71. 
147 See also Victor Tcherikover, Hellenistic Civilization and the Jews {Ha-Yehudim Ve'ha-
Yevanim Batekufah Ha-KelenistitJ (trans. S. Applebaum; Jerusalem: Magnes, 1959), 50-3. 
148 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 197. See Hendel, "Of Demigods." Hendel argues 
against the comparisons of Gen 6.1-4 and J Enoch 6-11 by which both reflect a "rebellion in 
heaven" myth pattern. Hendel calls this pure conjecture that is unproven. Hendel's reasoning 
is based on two points, which, if one is to ignore the possibility of a Semitic tradition (of a 
Greek Myth) then he may be correct. He is correct in saying there is no sign of rebellion or 
condemnation in the Genesis passage alone, but if the reader considers the possibility of a far 
more detailed tradition (whether oral or written) behind the Genesis text, then Hendel's theory 
falls short. 
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threatening the created order."149 This rebellion has caused a defilement of the 
cosmos in which the author of BW has drawn on Genesis 6.5-12 and 8.2, 
describing the destruction of humanity and all other living creatures. 150 
The author of BW used the primordial narrative to reveal to the audience 
that the evil they faced originated in the giant offspring of the Watchers. 151 
Hanson notes that B W does not present a typical pattern of Endzeit wird Urzeit 
with an exact repetition of the events of the Flood to cleanse the earth. 
However, there will be an elimination of evil and wickedness by the 
intervention of God in the eschaton, which will restore his kingdom and order 
in the cosmos. This pattern, according to Hanson, results in "nothing short of a 
radical mythologization of Israel's earlier perception of history. "152 
2.B.3 Newsom 
Newsom's interpretation of BW suggests several interesting points in relation 
to the development of the theme of demonic activity in Early Judaism. The 
developing cosmology of the period reveals what should be construed as a shift 
in the understanding of the origin of evil in the Jewish world (see details 
below).153 Newsom states that the events described in 6-11 are a breach of the 
law of the cosmos that was brought about by the sin of the Watchers. The 
description of the nature of the sin in 12-16 (15.2-16.1) explains the 
consequences of the violation of the universal order by the angels (15.4-8) and 
the manifestation of evil spirits from the giants. Along with a description of 
the consequences of the sin of the angels in these chapters, the author 
announces that the broken law of the cosmos will be restored in the Day of 
Judgment (16.1).154 
Newsom makes a key point concerning the teachings of the Watchers in 
relation to enchantments and herbal lore. 1 Enoch 15.11-12 describes the illicit 
149 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 198. This "rebellious inclination" sounds markedly 
like the language used by Philo to describe a "force" that draws the heavenly beings to the 
earth and take on flesh. See Philo De Plantatione 14. 
ISO Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 199-200. 
151 Hanson attempts to posit BW within a sectarian apocalyptic group rather than suggest it 
is a message for all Israel. Ibid., 219. See also Collins, "Apocalyptic Technique," 100. 
152 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 201. 
ISJ Newsom, "Development of J Enoch 6-19," 313. The difficulty with this assertion is 
that we have little textual evidence in the biblical and post-biblical period that supports 
another "origin of evil." See e.g. 4 Ezra 3.21-22. 
154 Ibid., 316. 
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actions of the spirits of the giants; however, as Newsom notes, exactly what 
their activities involved is unclear in this passage. She draws on the Watcher 
tradition found in Jubilees 10.1-14 that describes the actions of the spirits 
against the sons of Noah. Here the spirits are accused of leading astray and 
slaying the children of Noah. As a result, God instructs the archangels to teach 
Noah about medicine and methods of healing. 155 So, it may be implied that the 
spirits of the giants had the ability to inflict physical harm upon humanity by 
the secret knowledge that their fathers the Watchers taught them. 
One of Newsom's most interesting contributions to the research of BW 
comes from her interpretation of chapters 17-19. Due to its abrupt beginning 
and its Hellenistic elements, most commentators have argued that these 
chapters are an addition to BW that has no clear connection to chapters 6-16. 156 
Thus, the material from these chapters may have developed from an 
independent tradition of Enoch's journeys, but it appears, as Newsom 
contends, that the author made an intentional connection between 17.1 and 
14.25.157 As a result, Newsom argues that chapters 17-19 are describing a 
counter to the mysteries of the Watchers: the knowledge Enoch receives on his 
heavenly journey.158 Jubilees 10.12-13 may provide an allusion to the giving of 
knowledge by the angels, but in the Jubilees case, the knowledge is given to 
Noah. However, the knowledge given to Enoch in 1 Enoch is not in the form of 
incantations or psalms of protection (as in Jubilees), but a tour of the residing 
place of God. 159 In the process, Newsom connects the journey of Enoch to yet 
another Mesopotamian tradition: the practice of Near Eastern diplomacy, "that 
of showing off the wealth and strength of one's kingdom to visiting 
ISS Ibid., 321. 
156 See Charles, Book of Enoch, 38; Charles argues these two chapters are full of Greek 
references (i.e. 17.5, 6, 7,8; 18.6-9, 10). See also Pierre Grelot, "La Geographic Mythique 
D'Henoch Et Ses Sources Orientales," RB 65 (1958): 38 n. I; Grelot has emphasised the 
Mesopotamian background of the cosmic geography of B W. 
157 I f this is the case. then this suggests that chapters 15-16 may have been an independent 
segment inserted in a section that included chapters 12-14 and 17-19. 
158 Newsom, "Development of I Enoch 6-19," 322. 
159 Newsom states that chapters 12-16 are not only a description of the sins of the 
Watchers, but also presents the audience with a question of God's sovereignty over his 
creation. Newsom elaborates further on this view in relation to the tours of a royal palace in 2 
Kgs 20.13-15 and 2 Sam 14.4-24. see "Development of 1 Enoch 6-19," 325. 
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courtiers. "160 She argues that the "royal tradition" runs throughout 1 Enoch 6-
19, and therefore supports, to a degree, Hanson's argument for the "rebell ion-
in-heaven" motif in the Shemihazah account because of its prominence in Near 
Eastern mythology.161 This royal motif emphasises the dominion of God in the 
narrative, which in the end will destroy the evil that has been caused by the 
rebellion of the angels. Chapter 19 reinforces the knowledge given in previous 
chapters that the activity of the spirits too will end on the Day of Judgment. 
The knowledge revealed in the author's message in BW is essential for the life 
of the audience in the everyday world; it is an affirmation that God is still in 
control despite the presence of the evil spirits. 162 More important to the 
audience is the announcement of an eventual end to the activity of the spirits. 
2.8.4 Collins 
As Collins has noted, in order to understand the message of 1 Enoch 1-36, one 
must decide whether to read the text from a source-critical standpoint and 
distinguish between separate issues (i.e. the Shemihazah and Asa' ellInstruction 
traditions), or to read it as a narrative in which the author is explaining the 
presence of evil in his time. Collins questions if it is necessary, or even 
possible, to separate chapters 6-11 from 12-16 or "if we are concerned with 
the perspective of the work, it is of fundamental importance to decide whether 
chapters 6-11 should be read in isolation or interpreted in the context of the 
entire Book of the Watchers."163 He argues that the perceived problem of two 
strands of myth concerning the angels in 6-11 is not necessarily a sign of 
multiple sources from which the author drew. One possibility, as Collins notes, 
is that the problem of evil was thought to be a complicated enough issue to 
warrant drawing on multiple sources that were considered complimentary. 164 
160 Ibid., 324. Newsom cites several biblical passages of this practice, cf. 1 Kgs 10.4 -S and 
2 Kgs 20.13-1S. See also Stone, "Book of Enoch and Judaism," 484-8S. Stone states that the 
view of Enoch presented in B W may be derived from Mesopotamian sources, which he may 
have modelled after the seventh antediluvian king. Stone also recognises this parallel in the 
Book of Daniel 
161 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven." Newsom also cites references to the Epic of Gilgamesh 
(see 32S-26). 
162 Ibid., 316. 
163 Collins, "Methodological Issues," 31S. 
16-1 Ibid .. 316. An issue that has not been raised in the research of B W is a question of 
audiencl'. Was the author using multiple sources of the same myth because of the diversity of 
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In response to Nickelsburg's claim that the idea of the "angels and their 
half-breed offspring are the perpetrators of evil" and that "human beings are 
held responsible" creates a problem of incompatibility within the document,165 
Collins notes that this is only a problem if both come from the same source 
within a document. Not to undermine the arguments of Hanson, Nickelsburg 
and others, that distinct traditions exist within BW, Collins states this does not 
require these traditions to be separate documents. As a tradition, the Fallen 
Angel myth(s) in BW exists with its own particular value and function ascribed 
to it by the author. For this reason, Collins argues that outside BW we do not 
know of the Shemihazah tradition standing alone; therefore, it must be 
discussed within this context, as a part of the combined Shemihazah and 
Asa'el tradition. 166 Collins thus proposes that the Asa'el tradition was used by 
the author to form the final edition of B W. The sexual sin of Shemihazah is 
correlated to the sin of revelation by Asa'el as can be understood in chapters 7 
and 16.3. 167 The improper revelation is then countered by the revelation given 
to Enoch on the heavenly journeys (17-36).168 
A key issue raised concerning the message of BW is eschatology. What role 
does it play in the interpretation of chapters 6-11 and subsequently 12-16? It 
appears, as Collins notes, that there is a distinction between the end of the 
Flood and events of the eschaton. There must be a distinction between the time 
of the imprisonment of Asa'el in 10.4-6 and the binding of the giants in 
10.12-13. 169 If these events are occurring simultaneously (or at all), as Collins 
argues, then it does not allow for the spirits of the giants to become the evil 
spirits of 15.11-12.170 It appears that there is a cleansing of the earth during the 
his intended audience? Is it possible that some of the people may have known the Shemihazah 
tradition while others in Israel may have only been aware of the Asa'el tradition? 
165 Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 385. 
166 Collins, "Methodological Issues," 316. Collins argues that in this case, it is difficult to 
assume, with the little evidence available, that the myth of the Fallen Angels in Gen 6 and I 
Enoch have the same meaning and function. 
167 Collins, "Apocalyptic Technique," 102. 
168 See also Newsom, "Development of 1 Enoch 6-19," 322. 
169 It is not clear in the text if it is actually the giants who are being bound as Collins 
argues, or if the phrase "and when they see the destruction of their beloved ones, bind them 
for seventy generations under the hills of the earth until the day of their judgment and of their 
consummation, until the judgment which is for all eternity is accomplished" is referring to 
Shemihazah and the others with him in I Enoch 10.11. I would argue the Watchers who are 
being bound. 
170 Collins, "Methodological Issues," 317. 
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Flood. However, a final cleansing of the earth in the eschaton IS required 
because of the survival of the spirits of the giants and their activity (15.12; Jub 
7.27; Gen 9-11). He states, however, that the author of B W is not relating all 
of history, and, based on a similar sequencing in Sibylline Oracles 1, a 
comparable pattern can be expected to follow in the eschaton. l7l 
Collins questions if scholars do not err by attempting to place B W in a 
specific period or by assigning it to a particular event in history (e.g. 
Nickelsburg and Suter). Very little evidence is found in the document that can 
assist in determining such a situation. The message of B W presents the world 
of the author as one oppressed by an enemy beyond the human realm that 
requires the judgment of the eschaton.172 The author has intentionally hidden 
the historical events within the myth in order to relieve the stress of the 
author's current circumstances. The solution given by the Watcher tradition 
can then be transmitted into the lives of the audience. The allegory of the myth 
detracts from the current problems facing the people and the author's use of 
the Watcher tradition supplies a vision for the people to see the eventual 
outcome of the conflict. 173 
Collins argues for the importance of the journeys of Enoch in the message 
of B W. They clearly reveal the power and wisdom of God that are needed by 
Israel to overcome their oppressors. The journeys are intended to arouse the 
emotions of the people and instil in them the knowledge that God is their 
deliverer. 174 Collins states that the function of BW is visible within its structure. 
Its intention is the "consolation of the righteous . . . and conversely, 
intimidation of sinners." However, the precise message of BW appears a bit 
ambiguous: avoid sin and practice righteousness. At the same time, a clear 
revelation is given to the people to have faith in things that occur in the 
supernatural realm.175 
171 Ibid., 319; Collins states that what follows in ch. 22 is an elaboration of the final 
judgment. 
172 Ibid., 321. 
173 Collins, "Apocalyptic Technique," 100. 
174 Collins notes the thesis of H.D. Betz who proposes that the journey motif is also used 
by Greek philosophers to empower the philosophical and ethical teachings of their times; see 
ibid., 108, n. 88. 
175 Ibid., 110. 
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2.8.5 Suter 
David Suter's interpretation of the function of BW proceeds in an entirely 
different direction than the views delineated above. 176 Suter's approach to 1 
Enoch 6-16 takes its point of departure in the issue of purity among the priests 
in Jerusalem during the second and third centuries B.C.E.177 He maintains that 
the author of chapters 6-16 was writing a polemic against the priests for their 
marriages to women who were allegedly considered outside the circle of 
eligibility. Based on the issue of marriage between the Watchers and the 
women, Suter forges a parallel between the Watchers and the priests. 178 He 
argues for a shift in the understanding of the myth of the Fallen Angels in 
Early Judaism, which is generally accepted to be the creation of evil spirits 
through the rebellion of the angels. 
Suter contends that the two approaches to understanding the myth of B W (as 
a polemic against the priests or the origin of demons) begin with the actions of 
the angels. But the two modes are oriented towards different results: namely, 
(1) the effect of those actions upon the humans and (2) the effect upon the 
angels themselves. Suter argues for the latter claiming the former results in "an 
aetiology of the origin of evil in which evil is imposed on humanity by 
rebellious heavenly beings - in contrast to the traditional Adamic myth, which 
deals with human responsibility for evil."179 He asserts that the purity of the 
angels of B Wand the effect of their actions on themselves is the focal point of 
the author. Secondary to this understanding is the result of their actions upon 
humanity.180 This approach is difficult to understand if, as others have done, 
B W is held alongside the Genesis 6 tradition. In keeping B W in the perspective 
176 Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priests." 
177 Collins contends that the application of "the myth of the fallen angels dates to the late 
third or early second century B.C. E., it is clear that its application to the Jerusalem priesthood 
would be all the more apt some decades later on the eve of the Maccabean revolt." Collins, 
"Apocalyptic Technique," 98. 
178 Suter goes to great effort to try to establish links within period documents for his theory 
that there is a parallel between the Fallen Angels and the priesthood in Jerusalem. His 
argument is a complex series of parallels, which would require an exhaustive and detailed 
report in order to present his theory properly, which at this point is beyond the scope of this 
thesis. For an insightful review of the complex problems of such an argument, see Samuel 
Sandmel, "Parallelomania," JBL 81 (1962). 
179 It should be noted that there is little mention of the Fall of Adam (i.e. in the O.T. and 
post-biblical literature) prior to emergence of the tradition in later Christian writings. 
180 Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priests." 116. 
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of the Flood narrative, one can clearly see, in Genesis 6.5, the effect the 
intrusion of the bene elohim (6.1-2, 4) has had upon humanity. It is not 
obvious, as Suter has argued: "the angels and the effect of their actions on 
themsel ves are the central concern of the myth." Central to the message of B Jr 
are the cosmological issues at stake because of the angels' actions. 181 
Suter has ignored portions of chapters 15-16 and the issues that are 
apparent in these passages. The Watchers have broken the law of the cosmos 
by entering into sexual relations with the women and the result of their actions 
has brought about the emergence of evil spirits from the giants (15.8-9). 
Moreover, Suter fails to deal with this issue, but instead adopts a minimalist 
view of B Wand remains focused on the marriage issue between the angels and 
women, an issue which has perhaps been taken for granted by scholars up until 
now (see Excursus on Marriage in Genesis 6.2 in ch. 4). 
2.9 Conclusion 
As can be understood from the above discussion, B W is a complex piece of 
literature from a period in Jewish history of which very little is known. It is 
fair to say that the date of the Aramaic composition of B W could be established 
somewhere near the end of the third century or beginning of the second 
century B.C.E or earlier. However, a question unanswered by Milik and others 
is how much of what is presently found in B W was in existence during the 
third century B.C.E. The fragments of 4QEna, which date, according to Milik 
to the second or third centuries B.C.E., only include fragmentary text through 
1 Enoch 12.4-6, some of which are uncertain in identification. Unfortunately, 
no evidence has been uncovered that shows chapters 1-36 existed as a whole 
during the period as suggested by Milik and others. Loren Stuckenbruck has 
suggested that 4Q201 fragment 6 (T]~'i[) corresponds to 1 Enoch 13.8 based 
on a comparison to 4Q204 I vi 5 q r' Tn n~,,).182 Therefore, if Stuckenbruck is 
correct, then 4Q20 1 fragment 6 identifies the only fragment past 12.6 in B W to 
date. 183 Despite the lack of verified fragments of all the chapters of B H', it is 
181 See Newsom, "Development of 1 Enoch 6-19," 312-13. 
182 See DJD Volume XXXVI, 2-8. 
ISJ There have been fragments identified by Milik, although unverifiable, from later 
chapters. These howcvcr, have been located in later manuscripts: 1 Enoch 14.4 -6 from 
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still possible to consider that chapters 1-36 did exist as a whole during this 
period. However, this does not eliminate the possibility of a much earlier form 
of the tradition (pre-third century B.C.E.), whether oral or written, to have 
been circulating within the region. It is difficult to make any conclusi\'e 
remarks regarding the date and place of origin of B W based on the little 
evidence within the manuscript itself. No evidence can be found in the text that 
allows one to set the work in a specific historical situation. 
Attempts to determine the author of BW have proven to be just as difficult. 
Hanson advocates the possibility that he was a member of an apocalyptic 
group, the Hasidim or Essenes, while Suter implies by his argument that the 
author was in Qumran. The best we can do is stand the middle ground and state 
that it is far too difficult, based on the textual evidence, to determine the 
author, other than perhaps he was Jewish, but not necessarily in Palestine. 
The source of the Fallen Angel tradition found in B W appears to have some 
basis in Genesis 6.1-4 or, as Hanson argues, Genesis 4-10. Several arguments 
have been raised as to the origin of the traditions found in B W; however, there 
is no clear consensus. Dimant clearly deems that the tradition can be 
understood in the Israelite biblical tradition and is not under foreign influence. 
The other opinions have varied from Greek to Near Eastern or both. It is 
possible to recognize several allusions or parallels to Greek and Near Eastern 
myths underlying B W, some of which date as early as the eighth century 
B.C.E. (i.e. Hesiod). The early dating of the traditions, it seems, would assist 
in defining BW as an aetiology of the emergence of evil. 
The central issue of discussion of B W has focused on the purpose and 
function of the text. What was the message the author intended to pass along to 
his audience? It is clear that aspects of B W can be understood as an exposition 
of the Genesis Flood narrative. Based on this viewpoint, B W can be read as an 
aetiology that has taken on new elements not clearly visible in the Genesis text 
to tell the story of the manifestation of evil spirits and the destruction they 
brought upon humanity. But at the same time, it describes how God will 
4QEnb-mid-second century 8.C.E.; 13.6-14.16; 14.18-20; 15.1; 18.8-12; 30.1-32.1: 3~.1-4 
from 4QEn'-last half of the first century B.C.E .. all are very fragmentary and .un.ce~a .. n of 
verification' 22.13-24; 25.7-27.1 from 4QEnd-Milik gives no date but suggests sJnlllantles to 
(c), all very' fragmentary; 18.15; 21.2 4; 22.3-7; 28.3-29.2; 32.3:6; 33.3-.34.1 .from 4QEnt:3-
first halfofthe first century B.C.E .. \'l~ry fragmentary and uncertam of\·enficatlon. 
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exercise his sovereignty to limit the actions of these spirits. However, as 
Collins and Kvanvig have pointed out, BW also has a paradigmatic character 
that allows it to be adapted to different situations; nonetheless, one should be 
cautious in limiting these situations to specific historical settings. 
It is understood that eschatology is a part of the message of the author. Just 
as God redeemed humanity in the person of Noah, God again will cleanse the 
cosmos of the wickedness of the spirits of the giants and those among 
humanity who have chosen to follow the ways of corruption rather than follow 
the law of God. The eschaton will bring about the restoration of the law of the 
cosmos, the cleansing of heaven and earth, and the redemption of Israel. 
The questions asked thus far in the research of B W reveal a great deal about 
the interaction of the region's multi-cultured population. How much influence 
did Hellenism have over the theological issues of Palestinian Judaism during 
this period? It is unclear based upon BW in itself, but a further exploration of 
the method and influences upon biblical interpretation of the period may help 
bring a clearer understanding of the theological issues. Does B W reflect 
authentic Jewish beliefs during the 2TP or is it an isolated document foreign to 
the Judaism of the 2TP? Were these unusual views that the author of B W was 
putting forth? Hence, are there other sources that will support such a 
development of demonic activity within early Judaism, either in Israel or in the 
Diaspora? These questions require closer scrutiny if one is to determine how 
the concept of demonic activity was being understood in 2TP Judaism. 
In order to understand the upsurge of language about demonic activity in 
Early Jewish literature, the anthropological questions concerning the 
relationships between the Fallen Angels, the humans, and the giants, must be 
researched further. Why did the angels desire to procreate with humans? What 
kind of being was created from this union? What role does its spiritual and 
former physical makeup have to do with the demonic activity apparent in this 
period? The story told by the author of B W reveals a need to explain the 
presence of evil spirits whether as a metaphor of the Greek occupiers or as an 
explanation of the reality of demonic activity in Palestine. B W serves as an 
entry point for the research of these questions within 2TP Judaism. 
The starting point of this journey is the biblical source for B JV, Genesis 6.1-
4. Within this enigmatic passage are the main characters of the Watcher 
tradition. In the biblical text. however. the bene elohim lack the openly 
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iniquitous characteristics of their counterparts, the Watchers, in B TV. The next 
task, then is to attempt to uncover the biblical traditions that support such an 
interpretation of the Genesis passage, and thereby ascertain how the evil 
elements came to be associated with this passage. 
Chapter 3 
Strategies of Interpreting 
Genesis 6: 1-4 
3.1 Introduction 
Genesis 6.1--4 has been described by many as the strangest of all the Genesis 
passages because of its apparent intrusion into the larger narrative and its 
idiosyncratic vocabulary. 1 The passage as a whole and its placement in the 
narrative has resulted in several studies in which authors have questioned the 
1 There have been numerous studies of Gen 6.1-4 from the various aspects of its place in 
Early Judaism, but see specifically Philip S. Alexander, "The Targumim and Early Exegesis 
of "Sons of God" in Genesis 6," JJS 23 (1972): 60-71; Bernard F. Batto, Slaying the Dragon 
Mythmaking in the Biblical Tradition (Louisville: Westminster John Knox, 1992); u. Cassuto, 
A Commentary on the Book of Genesis, (trans. Israel Abrahams; Jerusalem: Magnes Press, 
1961); David J. A. Clines, "The Significance of the 'Sons of God' Episode (Genesis 6:1-4) in 
the Context of the 'Primeval History' (Genesis 1-11)," JSOTSup 13 (1979): 33-46; Lyle 
Eslinger, "A Contextual Identification of the Bene Ha'elohim and Benoth Ha'adam in 
Genesis 6:1-4," JSOTSup 13 (1979): 65-73; Hendel, "Of Demigods"; idem, "The Nephilim 
Were on the Earth: Genesis 6.1-4 and Its Ancient Near Eastern Context," in Fall of the 
Angels (TBN 6; ed. Christopher Auffarth and Loren T. Stuckenbruck; Leiden: Brill, 2004), 
11-34; Emil G. Kraeling, "The Significance and Origin of Gen. 6:1-4," JNES 6 (October 
1947): 193-208; Jon D. Levenson, Creation and the Presence of Evil: The Jewish Drama of 
Divine Omnipotence (San Francisco: Harper Row, 1988); Julian Morgenstern, "The 
Mythological Background of Psalm 82," in HUCA 14, (ed. Zevi Diesendruck and Julian 
Morgenstern David Philipson; Cincinnati: Hebrew Union College, 1939), 29-126; Pearson, 
"Resurrection and the Judgment"; David L. Petersen, "Genesis 6: 1-4, Yahweh and the 
Organization of the Cosmos," JSOTSup 13 (1979): 47-64; Nahum M. Sarna, Genesis, (JPS 
Torah Commentary; Philadelphia-New York-Jerusalem: Jewish Publication Society, 1989); 
Haim Schwarzbaum, "The Overcrowded Earth," Numen (1957): 59-74; J. Alberto Soggin, 
Das Buch Genesis Kommentar (Darmstadt: Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft, 1997); Loren 
T. Stuckenbruck, "Angels of the Nations," DNTB 29-31; idem, "The Origins of Evil in Jewish 
Apocalyptic Tradition: The Interpretation of Genesis 6:1-4 in the Second and Third Centuries 
B.C.E.," in Fall of the Angels (TBN 6; ed. Christopher Auffarth and Loren T. Stuckenbruck; 
Leiden: Brill, 2004), 86-118; N.H. Tur-Sinai, "The Riddle of Genesis Vi. 1-4," in ExpTim 71 
(1960): 348-50; Claus Westermann, Genesis J-JJ A Commentary (trans. John J. Scullion; 
London: SPCK, 1984); John W. Weyers, Notes on the Greek Text of Genesis (S8LSCS 35; 
Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1993); and L.R. Wickham, "The Sons of God and the Daughters of 
Men: Genesis VI 2 in Early Christian Exegesis." in Language ~nd MeaninK, ShUlies in Hebrew 
Language and Biblical Exegesis (ed. A. S. Van der Woude; Lelden: E.J. 8nll, 1974), 135-47. 
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originality of the pericope to the larger story.2 The obtrusive nature of the 
passage has led many to understand it as an addition to the Flood account in 
order to reveal the necessity for the destruction of humanity. However, nothing 
obvious in the narrative would lead the reader to understand that the characters 
depicted were responsible for bringing the judgment of the Flood.3 
The purpose of this chapter is to examine the ways in which Genesis 6.1-4 
was interpreted in Early Judaism. While identifying the author's purpose for 
Genesis 6.1-4 is difficult to determine due to the complex nature of the text, 
the use of the terminology in the biblical tradition may disclose how varying 
interpretations were made possible. These interpretations may fall into one of 
three categories:4 a positive, negative, or neutral understanding of the 
characters in the passage; that is, can we determine from the role of the 
characters (or their actions) whether or not the narrative had a part in bringing 
judgment upon the world? A positive interpretation indicates the characters 
had a clearly favourable role in the Flood narrative. A neutral interpretation 
indicates that the textual evidence reveals the characters played a relatively 
neutral role in bringing about the Flood. A negative interpretation indicates 
that evidence exists in the biblical or non-biblical traditions that the characters 
played a villainous role. Following this review, it may be possible to determine 
the likelihood that the author of B W had traditions to draw upon that allowed 
for his negative interpretation.s 
The openness of Genesis 6.1-4 to an array of interpretations by Jewish 
authors (i.e. LXX, Pseudepigrapha, DSS, Targums, and Midrashim,) may be 
2 See Clines, "Sons of God," 33; Hermann Gunkel, Genesis, (trans. Mark E. Biddle; Macon, 
GA: Mercer University, 1997), 59; Kraeling, "Significance," 196; Petersen, "Genesis 6," 48; 
and Sarna, Genesis, 45. Petersen argues that the passage is a complete narrativ~ in itself; 
although short, it is complete. See also H. Ges~, "Der bewachte L~~~nsbaum und dIe He~oen, 
zwei mythologische Erwiigungen zur Urgeschlchte der QueUe J, m Wort und Geschlchte. 
Festschrift fUr Karl Elliger zum 70. Geburtstag (ed. H. Gese and P. ROger; Kevelaer: Butzon 
and Bercker, 1973), 84-5. Gese argues that Gen 6.1-4 is a pass~g~ referring to a "mythical 
religion," which is a particular element of ancient Near Eastern rehgJOn. 
3 See Bartelmus, Heroentum, 167. . 
4 The category of interpretation is based primarily upon the passage's place m the Gen 6 
narrative, but more importantly, in accordance with the use of the vocabulary by the author of 
the Hebrew text and the allusions offered to the reader. .. .. . .. 
S For further discussion of various interpretations, see S.tuckenbruck, Ongms of.Evll. cr. I 
Enoch 1-36, 85-90; Jubilees; Damascus Document; WISdom of Solomon; Ben S,ra; 4Q 180-
181; 4Q510-511. 
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due in part to the rather ambiguous language used by the author. The 
problematic vocabulary of the text begins in verse 1 and continues through 
verse 4; it includes the terms ~n~ (v. I), C~~~~~ ~j~ (V.2),6 i''''-~~ and c;~: .. : 
(v.3), D~ ~!)ji1 and the phrase DiDi1 ~iDj~ C ~un~ 1C~ C~1:;;'1 (vA). Some of 
the difficulty of interpretation has perhaps been a result of the LXX renderings 
of the Hebrew D~i1~~i1 ~j~ (LXX- 01 VIOl TOU 8EOU), C·,~: (YlyavTE5) and 
l:::J~ 1~; (YI yavTE5). 7 Why the LXX translators chose these particular Greek 
terms is unclear. An analysis of their use in the biblical tradition may reflect a 
shift in some theological and culture traditions in the course of the 
development of Early Judaism which resulted in the use of the Greek terms. 
The passage also has its own particularly complex contextual and linguistic 
issues, which, as will be seen below, resulted in attempts among later 
traditions to come to terms with those difficulties. 
Recent studies concerning the tradition of the bene elohim presented In 
Genesis 6.1-4 have endeavoured to determine if the peri cope was a 
demythologised component of a foreign myth or a piece of Israelite 
mythology. David Petersen has argued that Genesis 6.1-4, as an Israelite 
myth, 8 is re-establishing the previous boundaries that separated the heavenly 
realm and the human realm, one that was breached by the bene elohim. 
Petersen states that this accounts for the arbitrary action of God towards 
humanity by the use of the Flood to re-establish this boundary.9 Likewise, 
Hendel argues that the passage is a genuine Israelite myth that the author has 
deliberately shortened because of the familiarity of the story to his audience 
concerning the reason for the Flood. \0 He interprets the text as expressing a 
6 Also problematic, although perhaps secondary, in verse 2 is the phrase C:-: ~ ~n~'~ C'~':, 
"and they took for themselves women." 
7 Unless otherwise noted, LXX is the Rahlfs 1979 edition. Variants of the Old Greek tradition 
will be examined in further detail below. 
8 See Petersen, "Genesis 6"; Batto, Slaying the Dragon; Clines, "Sons of God"; Kraeling, 
"Significance"; and Hendel, "Nephilim." Hendel argues that Gen 6.1-4 is a myth that 
originated within Judaism; see Hendel, "Of Demigods," 14. 
9 Petersen, "Genesis 6," 58. .. .... 
10 Hendel "Of Demigods," 14; Sarna, Genesis, 45, see also Hendel, Nephilim. Hendel 
argues th;t the author of Gen. 6.1-4 is n~t .su~pressing material because it ~\"a~ a ~agan myth; 
h 
.' h t becaus" of the prior familiarIty of the author and the Israelites \\ Ith the stor~. 
rat er, It IS S or '"" . ' . 
Ifverses 1-4 are an addition to the narrative. then why did the author of this IntermClZO leave 
., h t be a very ambiguous form'? \\'as there common knowledge of the 
It In W at appears 0 ..) ~ 
. . h 'tt d the author to compress the stor\' to ItS current form. Based upon the 
traditIOn t at perm I e . 
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negative VIew towards humanity; they are responsible for the commg 
destruction of creation. Following Petersen and HendeL Alberto Soggin 
maintains the passage is an Israelite myth that had a dual purpose in \\'hich the 
author is presenting (1) a polemic against polytheistic cultures and (2) an 
attempt by humans to elevate themselves to a divine level through the bene 
elohim. 11 Emil Kraeling argues that the passage is from a much longer, perhaps 
oral tradition, which is focused on the gibborim.12 In light of this, Kraeling 
suggests that the passage should not be understood in the negative sense, but 
rather as the story of the origin of the "heroes of old." 
Following Kraeling, Claus Westermann has argued that the purpose of the 
passage is to describe the origin of the gibborim in which he does not interpret 
the author's use of Genesis 6.1-4 in a negative sense. It is simply the story of 
the origin of the great heroes of history. He does, however, recognize the 
multiple contextual problems of verses 3 and 4, which have resulted in various 
interpretations that can be classified as negative or neutra1. 13 Haim 
Schwarzbaum associates the passage with foreign myths that have been used to 
explain the origin of death because of overpopulation on the earth.14 As a 
result, he finds little or no negative connotation in the Genesis passage and 
interprets it in a neutral sense. 
In spite of the important contribution these works have made to an 
interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4, they fail to reveal why the author of the 
Genesis Flood story inserted this section in the narrative. However, an 
examination of the literature of early Jewish authors and their Hellenistic 
neighbours may contribute to a clearer understanding of Genesis 6.1-4. 15 
. I (' -) used by the translators of the LXX it seems possible that the r.:aders termmo ogy y'yavTE.., '. . 
f t d 't'on on which the author of Gen 6 and later the author of J EnO( II 6-\6 were aware 0 a ra 1 1 
are drawing. 
II Soggin, Genesis and Sarna, Genesis. 
12 Kraeling, "Significance," 196. . -, . 
\3 G .' 365-66 Westermann contends that the myth 01 Uen 6.\-4 IS 
Westermann, {,,,(,.\lS,· -.- ... -- •• - . " h I 
C 
. th because of the importance of.... ~ .- m theIr myt oogy. 
probably a anaamte my " 
14 Schwarzbaum, "Overcrowded. 72. 
15 See Alexander, "Sons of God." 
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3.2 Interpreting the Passage - Genesis 6.1-4 
Determining the intention of an author of an ancient text can be difficult in the 
best of cases. However, when a passage is presented to the reader or translator 
in unfamiliar language and context, the task can be especially challenging. 
This was apparently the case with Genesis 6.1-4. As a consequence, the 
authors of Jewish works concerning the passage offer a variety of 
interpretations. As suggested above, adding to the confusion of interpreting the 
passage is the Greek translation of the Hebrew text in the Septuagint. 16 What 
part, if any, did the Septuagint play in the interpretation of the passage in the 
writings of the Greco-Roman period? It appears the LXX tradition may have 
influenced some of the writers by the emphasis its translators placed on 
ytyavTE5 in Genesis 6.4. 
In what follows below, I will examine the various interpretations of Genesis 
6.1-4 found in the 2TP literature and the Targums. 17 The examination will 
include an analysis of the key terms (Hebrew and Greek) in each of the verses 
that have been the focus of scholarship. Consideration will be given to the 
16 The translation began in the third c. B.C.E. and continued possibly into the first c. B.C.E. 
See Natalio Fernandez Marcos, The Septuagint in Context: Introduction to the Greek Version 
of the Bible (trans. Wilfred G.E. Watson; Leiden-Boston-Koln: Brill, :!OOO), 50. S~e the 
following for possible reasons for problems of interpretations of the LXX, Bickerman, The 
Jews in the Greek Age, 107f; Marguerite Harl, ed. La Bible D'Alexandrie La Genese. 2d ed., 
(Paris: Editions Du Cerf, 1986): Martin Hengel, Judai~m and Hellenism; ~taffan O.lofsson. 
The LXX Version: A Guide to the Translation Techmque of the SeplIIagmt. (Comectanea 
Biblica Old Testament Series, 30; Stockholm: Almq"is! &Wiksell' 1990): Emanuel To\', Tc.tt-
Critical Use of the Scptuagint in Biblical Research, (Jerusalem Biblical Series. 3; ~erusalem: 
Simor, 1981); and idem. The Greek and Hebrew Bible: Collected Essays on the .~eptllag/llt. 
VTSup, 72; Leiden: EJ. Brill, )999), 203-13. . . . ' . 
17 As stated in the introduction, I shall draw on exegel.lcal ~radtt\Ons In the Targumllll and 
Midrashim, which, though late, may provide some inSight Into ways Jewish readers were 
attempting to understand Gen 6 during the 2TP. 
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variant Hebrew readings, the translation difficulties of the LXX renditions, and 
the biblical, extra-biblical, and Hellenistic traditions that make up the array of 
interpretations. Following this discussion, a translation will be offered that will 
incorporate the strongest evidence from the various interpretations and 
traditions. 
3.2.1 Verse 1 
The openness of Genesis 6.1-4 to various interpretations begins in verse 1. 
Little textual evidence in the verse leads the reader to expect that anything of 
negative consequence will follow in the next few verses. The verse seems to 
indicate that humanity is simply obeying the commandment to "be fruitful and 
multiply." Martin McNamara argues that there is no sense in the passage that 
would cause the reader to think that it is declaring the corruption of humanity, 
but simply stating, "that the sons of men began to mUltiply."18 
Two Hebrew words have received most of the attention in studies of this 
verse, ~ni1 and ::l'~. The Hebrew word ~ni1 has been generally translated in 
most versions as "began": "and it came about that humanity began to multiply 
upon the face of the earth. "19 The Greek translation of the LXX seems to 
follow the same pattern by translating ~ni1 with the aorist middle indicative 
iip~avTo (began) in the majority of manuscripts. There is only one small 
deviation in a few minuscules,20 which use the third singular form of the verb 
iip~aTo rather than the third plural form. It appears likely that the Septuagint 
translators were interpreting ~ni1 as a hiphil perfect third masculine singular 
18 See Martin McNamara, Targum Neofiti J: Genesis (vol. IA of The Aramaic Bible: The 
Targumim; ed. Michael Maher, Kevin Cathcart, and Martin McNamara; Edinburgh: T&T 
Clark, 1992), 71. See also Clines, "Sons of God," 3S-9; Clines argues that verse I is 
relatively insignificant to the narrative if it is told within a strict Jewish context, but if one 
sets it in parallel with the Atrahasis Epic (see discussion below) it then becomes significant 
for the narrative that follows. 
19 See Francis Brown, S.R. Driver and Charles A. Briggs, The New Brown-Driver -Briggs-
G 'us Hebrew and English Lexicon with an Appendix Containing the Biblical Aramaic (P~::~dY: Hendrickson, 1979), 320. Assumed from the root """ which is translated "pollute. 
d fil and profane." See for example - Ezek 25.3; 22.16; 7.24; 22.26; 20.9. 24. 22; 118 4S.II; e I e, ., G 6 I . I eel "be' tt Lev 21.9; and 21.4. The Hiphi/ form, which IS supposed ID en . ,IS trans at. as lID. 
20 S J hn W Wevers Septuaginta Yetus Testamentum Graecum: Genesu. (ed. John W. we::rs;oGoetti~gen: V~denhoeck and Ruprecht, 1974), lOS. See minuscules IS· and 40S·. 
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v b "b "21 :J" . . 
er - egan. IS translated In most texts as "to multiply," while the 
LXX translation follows the same pattern with TTOAAOI YIVE08ol, "became great 
(many) upon the earth."22 But evidence for different interpretations exists in 
early Jewish writings. 
The alternative readings of this verse lend credence to the idea that 6.1-4 
was the author's introduction to the degeneration of humanity and the 
. . FI 23 
ImmInent ood. The problem is how to reconcile the author's transition from 
5.32 and the introduction of Noah, with the apparent discontent of God with 
humanity in 6.3, 5, and 6. Where did this corrupt humanity come from and 
why do verses 1 and 2 not relate this unambiguously to the reader?24 One 
alternative interpretation can be found in Genesis Rabbah 6.1-4, which 
interprets ,niT as 'rebelled', "and it came to pass when man rebelled. "25 The 
Midrash indicates three other places where this term is used in a negative sense 
of rebellion against God. The three occasions are all found in Genesis Rabbah 
4.26 -iT,iT' t:lrD:J ~'P' ,n'iT T~ rD'j~ 'OrD-n~ ~'P'" "and he called his name 
21 See also Pseudo-Philo 3.1. This author (possibly first c. C.E. or earlier) follows a similar 
line to the LXX with "And it happened that, when men began to multiply upon the earth, 
beautiful daughters were born to them." See Daniel J. Harrington, "Pseudo-Philo," in The Old 
Testament Pseudepigrapha (ed. James H. Charlesworth; 2 vols.; New York: Doubleday, 
1983-85), 2:306. 
22 Ibid. Only one slight variation occurs in MS M but this variant does not change the meaning 
of the passage. Philo translates by using trA119Ueo9al (to multiply) in Gig. 42.1, but again this 
does not change the meaning of the passage. 
23 See Soggin, Genesis, 119. Soggin argues the passage is pursuing a double purpose: 
describing the degeneration process within humanity which will be countered by the Flood, 
and the story of humanity'S attempt to gain divine authority. See also Westermann, Genesis, 
368. Westermann argues that Gen 6.1-4 is there to act as a transition from Noah to the Flood. 
See also Batto, Slaying the Dragon, 64. Batto argues that Gen 6.1-4 is an integral part of the 
Flood story because of its relationship to the Atrahasis story, which will be discussed below. 
For a slightly different aspect of the motif of rebellion, see Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 
195-223 Hanson argues from the perspective of an angelic rebellion rather than human. 
24 Conspicuously missing from chapter five ~d the generations of ~~~ is his son Cain .. Why 
has the author chosen to omit Cain? Was thiS perhaps because Cam s hne followed a hne of 
unrighteousness not spelled out in the text but known by the author and the readers? See the 
discussion of the theory of the "sons of Seth" and the "sons of Cain t ' offered by Lyle Eslinger 
below. f . h b h' 
25 S H Freedman and Maurice Simon, eds., Midrash Rabbah (vol. 1 0 M,dras Ra ba In 
Ten e~o/~mes; trans. H. Freedman and Maurice Simon; L~ndon: Soncin? Press, 1939; repr., 
1961), 211. The dating of this .Midr~h ~s around the period of th~ closmg to ~e Jerusalem 
Talmud, but the tradition of Mldrashlm IS thought to ~te to the tim~ of Ezra 10 the fifth c. 
B C E It . sible then that this type of interpretation of the text IS much older than the . .. IS pos 
third c. C.E. dating of Genesis Rabbah. 
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Enosh then he rebelled to call upon [their idols] by the name of the Lord"·26 , 
10.8 - r'~::l '::l~ n"'i1~ ~ni1 ~'i1 ''OJ-n~ ,~" tD,:::J" "and Cush sired 
Nimrod and he [Nimrod] rebelled when he was mighty upon the earth"; and 
11.6b - n'tDD~ 'OT" ,tv~ ~::l 0i10 '~::l"-~~ i1n.t" n'tDV~ O~ni1 i111, "and 
this they rebelled to do; and now nothing is prohibited from them which they 
purpose to do." Through these interpretations, one may read verse 6.1 (Le. by 
reading the word ~ni1 to mean rebel) as an introduction to the Flood. Although 
possible, there is no clear evidence that this was the case in the centuries prior 
to the tum of the era.27 
A second interpretation of the verb ~ni1 (~~n) may be found in several 
other biblical passages.28 Unlike the hiphil form in verse 1, by which the 
translators of the Septuagint understood the form of ~r:JiJ, the verb also appears 
in a similar form ~r:JiJ, but is translated as a niphal, meaning, "to be profaned 
or polluted."29 The resulting translation of the verse could read "And it 
happened that the polluted part of humanity [perhaps those who are defiling 
the name of the Lord] became great [or many] upon the face of the earth and 
daughters were born to them." Interestingly, the majority of these occurrences 
of ~ni1 in the niphal are concerned with the pollution of the name of the Lord. 
This may lend support for the translation in Genesis Rabbah on Genesis 4.26 -
"and he called his name Enosh then they rebelled to call upon [their idols] by 
the name of the Lord." 
It should be noted that the author of Sirach alludes to Genesis 6.1 and the 
multiplying of an ungodly humanity. He describes the groaning that will be 
26 Brackets are mine. See ibid., 197. An interesting note concerning Gen 4.26 is the verb ,mil 
"[the people] degraded [rebelled] to call on the name." The Midrash argues this verb is 
derived from "profane" and can be understood as. an a~tion pe~onned .by the victi~s of 
demons; those of humanity who became degraded m their WOrshiP, adonng men and Idols 
more than God. .. 'bl 
27 P, d -Philo which is dated in the first c. C.E. or perhaps earller, IS one POSSI e 
set~ 0 The a' uthor describes in chapter 1.20 that with the birth of Noah the earth will 
excep Ion. . dn f th '1 d d th 
. t fr m those who dwell on it because of the WIcke ess 0 ose eVI ee s e 
receIve res 0 ' . 
earth will be visited. This suggests that the author regarded the episode of Gen 6.1-4 as the 
cause of the Flood. 28 E k 209 14 22 39 44' 2421' 36.21 22,23; 39.7; Lev 18.21; 21.6, 7, 9, 14; See e.g. ze ., , , , , ., , 
22.2,32; Isa 48.11; Zeph 3.4; Neh 13.17; ~d Mal 1.12. . ' 
29 • ltd at least six occasIons (Ezek 36.21, 22, 23, 24.21, Neh 13.17 and Lev 
It IS also trans a e on . th th ,Lon 
. II I fi rm See also Soggin, Genesis, 120. Soggm argues at e root) 
22.32) as a p.e PUQ
b 
tOh ~eans of transporting an object back into a secular condition - back 
means to desecrate Y e 
to a beginning. 
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caused should this occur (see 16.1-4), but more interesting is what follows in 
verses 5-10. In this passage (v.7 in the Greek text), he describes those who 
have been punished by God for their disobedience; of particular interest is the 
mention of "the ancient giants who revolted in their might. "30 
The verb ::l'(~) also provides a means of interpreting the passage as an 
attempt by the author to introduce the Flood. According to Schwarzbaum, the 
multiplication of humanity was leading to a problem of overpopulation of the 
earth and thus God introduced death to humanity in verse 6.3.31 He argues that 
Genesis 6 is a myth that parallels the Vogul creation myth in which the deity 
introduced marriage into creation, which resulted in an enormous increase in 
the human population.32 Therefore, the deity introduced disease and death into 
creation in order to reduce the population to a stable level. This course of 
action differs significantly from the action of God in Genesis 6. This is one of 
several questionable points in Schwarzbaum's thesis. His suggestion that God 
intended humans to be immortal prior to the Fall in the Garden is perhaps 
possible. However, the idea that humans gained immortality through the union 
with the bene elohim expressed in his statement that the "privilege of 
immortality was once within reach of mankind in its early age, when the bene 
elohim had consorted with the daughters of men" cannot be suggested by the 
text of Genesis 6. He is correct to suggest that there is no obvious objection in 
the text to what has occurred in verse 2 between the bene elohim and the 
daughters of men, but it seems clear from verse 3 that there was something in 
their actions to which God objected.33 Schwarzbaum states the offspring from 
the union of the bene elohim and the women must be immortal and that the 
30 See The Apocrypha or Deuterocanonical Booles NR~V (Ca~~ridge: .Cambridge University 
P 1989) 73 The origin of Sirach which was WrItten orIgmally 10 Hebrew. dates from ress, ..' . . I 
about 190 B.C.E. and the Greek version dates from about 132 B.C.E. Tbe~e IS 1.ltt e ex~t 
H b text to chapter 16. There is a marginal note that reads [ ... ]~l~ (bag,b[bonm)). which coeul~;e the Hebrew Vorlage of "ancient giants." See M. Gilbert. Wisdom Literature. (~ot. 2 
of The Literature of the Jewish People in the Period of the 2TP and the Talmud; ed. Mlch~el 
Stone Assen-Philadelphia: Van Gorcum-Fortress. 1.?84). 291. See ~Iso T. Asher 1.3. ~hlch 
d 
'b h "tw ays granted to the sons of men - good and eVil; perhaps an allUSion to 
escn es teO w . . 
part of humanity that chose not to follow God and rebelled agamst him. 
31 See Schwarzbaum, "Overcrowded." 
~: Ibid .• ~8.. S h baum argues that there is no evidence for any angelic involvement in 
On thiS po lOt c warz . 'd th· 
. b '11 b shown below the LXX seems to pOint to eVI ence 0 erwlse. 
thiS passage. ut as WI e , 
Schwarzbaum, "Overcrowded," 73. 
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offspring are the cause of the overpopulation of the earth. This result requires 
God to introduce death in verse 3.34 However, death is already in the midst of 
humanity prior to the events of Genesis 6. 
In Genesis 3.22, God exiles Adam and Eve from the Garden fearing that 
they may eat from the tree of life and live forever. 35 In Genesis 5.5, following 
the description of the genealogy of Adam, the reader is told, "all the days that 
Adam lived were nine hundred and thirty years, and he died." The list goes on 
in chapter 5 with the deaths of Seth (v.8); Enosh (v.II); Kenan (v. 14); 
Mahalalel (v.17); Jared (v.20); and finally, Lamech (v. 31). It appears obvious 
then that it was not necessary for God to introduce death into the human 
population in chapter 6, but what may have occurred is the necessity of the life 
expectancy of the offspring to be limited despite the silence of the text in this 
matter.36 Schwarzbaum cites several other early Jewish sources that seem to 
support the idea that overpopulation was a concern of the writers in the 
period.37 
34 See Kraeling, "Significance," 198. Kraeling cites two articles by Otto Gruppe (Otto Gruppe, 
"Aithiopenmythen," Philologus 47 (1889): 328-343 and "War Genesis 6.1-4 Urspruenglich 
mit der Sintflut Verbunden?," ZAW 9 (1889): 135-55) in which Gruppe argues that through 
the consorting of the bene elohim and the women a "greater measure of spirit" was introduced 
into humanity through the offspring. If the offspring continued to reproduce, which Gruppe 
considers immortal, the population would exceed the capacity the earth could support. Thus, 
Gruppe argues, the Flood was sent to end this dangerous imbalance of the creation. There is 
perhaps an allusion to this cry of the earth in 1 Enoch 7.6 in which, immediately following the 
story of the lack of food to feed the giants, the earth directs a complaint towards God about 
them. 
35 This verse raises some interesting questions that are outside the scope of this thesis, but 
should be stated. Can we assume that Adam and Eve had eternal life/immortality prior to the 
Fall in the Garden? If so, is this related to the "image of God" in which they were created? If 
eating from the Tree of Life meant immortality, does this mean that they lost this at the fall? 
How then do we account for souls being in Sheol in the biblical tradition? Is there a difference 
between a soul surviving until judgment and eternal life/immortality? 
36 It may be possible to interpret 6,3 as the establishment of a limited life span for humanity or 
the offspring (see below). , , 
37 See 4 Ezra 5.43f; Pirke de Rabbi Eliezer chapter 3; and also LOUIS Glnzberg, The Legends 
of the Jews (ed. and trans. Henrietta Szold; 10 vols.; Philadelphia: Jewish Publication Society 
of America, 1909; repr., 1954), 1 :65. See also Clines, "Sons of God," 39f. Clines argues that 
the story of the Flood can be told as a story which d~als. with the problem of ove~pulati?n, 
Cl' does note that the increase of human population IS not the reason for the Introduction 
f ldnesth as Schwarzbaum states, but rather the cause of the Flood is the action of the bene o ea 'I "Th M . C f I h' Cf Westermann Genesis, 370; A. D. Ki mer, e esopotamlan oncept 0 
Oe 0 1m, I 't'on and Its S~lution Reflected in the Mythology," Orientalia 41 (1972): 160-77; verpopu a I ".. G '1 11" 7~W 93 (1981)' 
and R. A. aden, "Divine Aspirations In Atrahasls and In enesls - , IJI • 
197-216. 
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Conspicuously missing from Schwarzbaum's argument is the Atrahasis 
myth. This myth describes the actions of the god Enlil who became disturbed 
by the noise of humanity because of the increase in population. In order to stop 
the disturbance, Enlil adopted desperate measures and sends the Flood upon 
the earth. On the surface, it appears that humanity's only fault is that they are 
multiplying, which seems to parallel the story in Genesis 6.1. This act would 
not be considered a transgression. However, there are scholars who interpret 
the actions of humanity in the Atrahasis myth as evil conduct, which would 
then ascribe a negative nuance to verse 6.1.38 
The Sibylline Oracles also suggest that the mUltiplication of humanity 
brought about the Flood.39 In describing the history of creation, the author(s) 
portray(s) the generations of humanity in language very similar to that used by 
Hesiod in Works and Days 109-174.40 The first generation of humanity is 
described in the Sibylline Oracles 1.75-8041 as one of "great-hearted mortals" 
who become "polluted" (J..II0pOS)42 with the blood of humans. The author may 
be referring to the generation that is discussed in Genesis 6.1. However, a 
more plausible understanding is that the polluted generation is the offspring of 
the relations between the bene elohim and the daughters of men. If the 
description in the Sibylline Oracles is the generation described in Genesis 6, 
then, alongside the readings discussed above, Genesis 6.1 could be read as a 
passage that builds a bridge between Genesis 1-5 and 6.5f. Hence, it is integral 
38 For a discussion on the interpretation of the actions of humanity in the Atrahasis myth see 
W. L. Moran, "Atrahasis: The Babylonian Story of the Flood," Biblica 52 (~971): 51-61. 
39 See John J. Collins, "Sibylline Oracles," in The Old Testament Pseudeplg~apha (ed. James 
H. Charlesworth; 2 vols.; New York: Doubleday, 1983-85), 1 :377-78. Colhns argues for an 
1 d t (30 B C E Pre 70 C E) for the Jewish section of Book 1 verses 1-323. ear y a e ... - . . . ., •• 
40 It . t d 'n Philo of Byblos in fragment 2.40 of the Phoemclan History that The Greeks, IS no e I . d f th I tt (. 
h II men in their natural cleverness, first appropriate most 0 ese ta es, I.e. w 0 surpass a f h' h "H 'od d th h' hi the accounts of Later Rulers) from the Phoenicians, out 0 W IC eSI an e. Ig y 
d I· ts &:abrl'cated their own versions and made excerpts of Theogomes and toute cyc IC poe 11 • d Ph 'l .1' 
. 'B tl d TI'tans' Battles" See Harold W. Attndge, Jr. and Robert A. 0 en, 10 OJ Giants at es a · . C QMS 9 
I "''h Ph .. n H,'story' Introduction Critical Text, Translation, Notes, (B ,; Byb os II e oemcla . . .' . 
W h· gt DC' Catholic Biblical ASSOCiation of Amenca, 1981), 61. as m on, . 
41 SCII' "Sibylline," 330-47. 
42 ee 0 I?S'H h d Henry A Redpath eds. A Concordance to the Seplllagi"t a"d the 
See Edwm atc an . " d P 1897' 
k r;' .1' the Old Testament (2 vols.; Oxford: Claren on ress, , repr., Other Gree , erslons OJ 926' 12M 4 19' S 16' 
. d' h Druck-u-Verlagsanstalt, 1975), , a so ace.,., Graz Austrta: Aka emlsc e 
7.34;' 9.13; 15.32; 4 Macc 4.26; 9.15, 17, 32; 10.10 and 11.4. 
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to the larger narrative itself and not a foreign insertion allowing one to read 
verse 6.1 as an introduction to the Flood narrative.43 
3.2.2 Verse 2 
i1Ji1 n~~ "~ L:J'~i1 n1:l::l0n~ L:J"i1 ~~i1-"J::l ~'''' 
"n~ ,~ ~~O L:J"rDJ Ci1~ ,np'" 
Verse 2 contains one of the most problematic expressions in the passage, 
C" i1 ~~i1-" J ~. The bene elohim are located in three main categories in the 
Hebrew Bible: (1) angels, (2) minor deities, and (3) god-like men. The 
majority opinion concerning the interpretation with any of the three options 
has at least a slightly negative connotation in the interpretation even though 
there is no overt evidence of this type of outcome in Genesis 6.1-4. It may be 
suggested that these characters were well known in the culture of Israel during 
this time due to the lack of explanation with regard to their nature. 44 
The LXX translates C"i1 ~~i1-"J~ as oi dlot TOU 8sou, but several variants 
introduce a significant change to the translation. Multiple witnesses translate 
the Hebrew as ayysAol TOU 8sou - "angels of God,"4s and in addition there are 
several early Jewish and Christian authors who follow the same line of 
43 Another point of interest concerning verse 1 is the Septuagint's inclusion of a translated 
Hebrew text of verse 5.32 within the corpus of 6.1 See Wevers, Septuaginta Genesis, 108. 
The inclusion of this verse in the LXX does nothing to help clear up why the ambiguous 6.1-4 
(HB) has been inserted between the story of the birth of Noah's sons and the Lord's decision 
to destroy humanity because of their wickedness. Margarite Harl, La Bible, argues that the 
inclusion of the line of Noah in verse 1 of the LXX is an indication that the ToiS" avGpCAlll'OIS" 
TouToIS" in verse 3 are the men of Noah's generation. A final question concerning verse 1 is, 
why are the daughters of men, Ci~iI n'J::l, singled out at this point in the narrative? There 
appears to be a deliberate contrast between the bene elohim and the daughters of men. It is 
possible that the author was purposely making clear that the bene elohim were not human, but 
were some kind of superhuman or supernatural beings. 
44 Hendel, "Nephilim,"17. At an early stage of the Zoroastrian religion, a class of gods 
existed, the daevas, who, in time, were identified as demons, but there is no evidence that 
indicates these beings can be equated to the bene elohim; see discussion on demons in 
Zoroastrianism in Boyce, History, 1: 85-108. Boyce argues that the Watcher tradition of 
Azazel and Shemihazah reflects the arch-demon Afi Dahaka who was overcome by the 
ancient hero Thraetaona and is bound in a cavern; see ibid., 3:421. 
45 Witnessed in MS A-72, 56, 75-458, 71, 121-392, 55, 509. See also Aldina and Sixtina 
editions. See also Ethiopic O.T. which reads mali 'ekta '~gzi 'abtJer (an.gels of God). The date 
of extant Ethiopic texts ranges from thirteenth :- seventeenth centunes C.~. See J. Os~ar 
Boyd, ed., The Octateuch in Ethiopic: According t~ ~he Text. of the Par~ Codex, With 
Variants of Five Other Manuscripts (Bibliotheca AbesslDlca 3; Lelden: E. J. Bnn, 1909-11). 
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interpretation.46 A total of seven occurrences oft:l"'i1 '~i1-"'j~ are present in the 
Hebrew Bible: Genesis 6.2, 4; Job 1.6; 2.1; 38.7; Psalm 29.1; 89.7; in addition 
. , 
It occurs in Aramaic Daniel 3.25 Q"'i1 '~-':::l ,).47 The LXX has translated the 
expression in Genesis 6.2, 4 as "sons of God" and "angels of God"; in Job 1.6 
and 2.1 it is translated ayysAO! TOU 8S0U;48 in Job 38.7 as ayysAO! ~OU;49 in 
Psalm 29(28).1 50 and 89(88).7 as VIO! 8sot. and VIOlS 8sOu respectively; and in 
Daniel 3.2551 it is translated as aYYEAov 8sou. It should be noted that in each 
case of the LXX translation of C'" i1 '~i1 it is translated in the singular form 
God rather than a literal "'gods" or "the gods." There is one exception to this, 
which is the edition of Aquila, who, known for his literalness, has followed the 
Hebrew text word for word with 01 VIOl T~V 8s~v - the sons of the gods. 
Philip Alexander notes, however, that a common literal translation of the text 
is not the case here. Alexander notes that Aquila often translates elohim in the 
singular as God, but where he translates elohim in the Greek plural, it does not 
mean Yahweh, but rather Aquila equates it to "false gods" (3 Kgs 14.9; Isa 
46 See in Wevers, Septuaginta Genesis, 108 e.g. Philo Gig. 6; Josephus Ant. I. 73; 
Pseudo-Philo 3.1 and others. Verse 4b also contains C"i1~~i1-"J:::l, which is translated along a 
similar line as verse 2. 
47 There is one other occurrence in Deut 32.8. This passage is thought to have been altered at 
a later date from C' ~~ "J:::l to ~~,~" "J:::l. Recent discoveries at Qumran confirm the former 
reading C'~~ 'J:::l as does the LXX - uiwv eeou. It appears that the change from C"~~ "J:::l 
occurred prior to the mid-second century C.E. because of the evidence found in Aquila's 
translation of the LXX. His translation of "sons of Israel" is also affirmed in several smaller 
fragments; see John W. Wevers, ed., Deuteronomium, (Goettingen: Vandenhoeck and 
Ruprecht, 1977),346-47. 
48 See Joseph Ziegler, ed., lob (Goettingen: Vandenhoeck and Ruprecht, 1982),211,215. For 
Job 1.6b and 2.1 b Aquila reads oi ayyeAol for oi uiol and has agreement in MS 248 (also 
Syrohexaplarische for 1.6b). The Latin translation of 2;.1 follows the Hebrew Bible with filii 
and Didymus Alexandrinus reads TOU KUPI?U for ~ou !eo~. \ ~. . . 
49 See ibid. 384. There is one variant for ayyeAol ~ou] UIOI eeou found lD text group C. This IS 
the only pl~ce in which this seemingly odd translation ayyeAol ~ou is found. There is a variant 
for ~ou] aUTou found as ayyeAoi aUTou in four places; Ps 96.6 - C"i1~~-":::I in references to 
idols; 102.2; 148.2 - ''':::I~~O; and Dan 4.24 - which appears to be a misreading of":::1~ in 
the Hebrew Bible by the translator. . • \ ~ . 
so LXX Ps 28.1 has made an addition to the Hebrew Bible at th~ en~ of 1 b UIOUS' Kp~WV. This 
t be a contrast to the uioi eeou at tbe end of l(a) consldenng the Hebrew IS clearly appears 0 I . COd' (G . 
making a distinction ofmi1" and C" ~~ "J:::l. See A. Rablfs, ed., Psa ml um IS oettingen: 
Vandenhoeck and Ruprecht, 1931), 120. . 
SI S J h ZI'egler ed. Susanna. Daniel. Bel Et Draco (Goettmgen: Vandenboeck and 
ee osep " . . Th od' d" fi • '\ Ruprecht, 1954), 133. LXX Daniel 3.92 bas a vanant 10 the e ollon e Ilion or arfll\ou 
8eou] ui~ 8eOu. 
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37.19) or "judges" (Exod 21.6; 22.9). With this in mind, it is possible that 
Aquila understood [j' i1 ~~i1 ':l~ as "sons of idols. "52 
As suggested above, some early interpreters of the Hebrew Bible 
understood bene elohim to mean "angels." Further support for this 
interpretation may be found in the beginning of B W, which many consider an 
elaborate Midrash on Genesis 6.1-4.53 Alexander argues that this concept may 
have originated much earlier than the second or third century B.C.E. date of 
the 1 Enoch material in order to allow such an understanding to have 
developed. He claims that such an angelology began to develop during the 
exile because of the close contact with the Babylonian culture. 54 Sources from 
late third or early second centuries B.C.E.55 reveal a widespread understanding 
of this concept, which would continue until the emergence of R. Simeon bar 
Y oQai in the early second century C.E. 
The Targumim apparently had some difficulty with translating the 
expression bene elohim as "angels" or "sons of God." R. Simeon bar Yoitai 
began a campaign to condemn anyone who dared to call the bene elohim 
angels or sons of God, claiming that this was blasphemous and cursed all who 
did. 56 Michael Maher argues that one reason for this rejection of the idea of 
angels was the response to esoteric groups who were granting a great deal of 
52 Cf. Alexander, "Sons of God," 64-5. See Wevers, Septuaginta Genesis, 108; Wevers argues 
that the author is drawing a contrast between the sons and the daughters and TOY 8eoy and TWV 
eXvepCAlm:uv. Also note Symmachus' reading, uiol TWV ~uvaaTEUOVTCo)V (powerful ones) for 
C"i1"~i1. Symmachus, however, was a third c. C.E. translator who no doubt was influenced by 
the shift in interpretation due to the comments of R. Simeon bar Y oilai. 
53 See Alexander, "Sons of God," 60; Geza Vermes, Post-Biblical Jewish Studies, (SJLA 8; 
Leiden: E.J. Brill, 1975), 38. Vermes' definition of a Midrash seems to fit BW as a Midrash 
on Gen 6.1-4. 
54 Alexander, "Sons of God," 61. While acknowledging that there was a tradition which 
identified the bene elohim as angels as early as the third century B.C.E., one must keep in 
mind that Judaism was not a religion that had only one mind or one way of thinking. It is 
highly probably that there were various grou~s within Judaism, which held ~arying opinions 
on vast number of doctrinal issues. The question of who were the bene elohlm was probably 
not an exception. See also Gunkel, Genesis, 56. Hermann Gunkel contends that the myth 
found in Gen 6.1-4 is of advanced age probably originating in the Persian period. Gunkel a~so 
argues that the developing religion in Israel suppressed the myth to the shortened form which 
is found in the Genesis passage. . . 
55 See e.g. Jubilees 4.15,22; 5.1; 1. Reuben 5.6, 7; 2 Baruch 56.11-14; Phtlo, GIg. 2.6f; and 
Josephus Ant. I. 73 among others. . . . 
56 B d G sfeld The Targum Onqelos to GenesIS (vol. 6 of The AramaIC BIble: The 
.,. em~ drosM' ha' el Maher Kevin Cathcart and Martin McNamara; Edinburgh: T &: T 
.I argumlm; e. IC , 
Clark, 1988), 52. 
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importance to angels during this period. 57 R. Simeon bar Y oltai interprets the 
bene elohim in Genesis Rabbah 26.5 as ~"j"'" "jJ, "sons of the judges or 
nobles." Targum Onkelos interprets the passage with a reading of~"J'J' "JJ 
- "sons of the great ones." R. Simeon bar Y oltai and the author of Onkelos 
were disciples of R. Akiba who was opposed to the idea of the intermarriage of 
angels and humans.58 However, a contemporary of R. Akiba's, R. Ishmael, 
contended that the legend of the Fallen Angels was a historical fact. 59 
Targum Neofiti translates bene elohim as ~"j"'" "jJ, "sons of the judges" 
which follows the line ofR. Simeon bar Yoltai in Genesis Rabbah 26.5. Worth 
noting though, is a variant of a Neofiti marginal gloss ~"":::J~O, "of the kings." 
McNamara argues that this gloss has been misread and should be translated as 
":::J~ ~O, "angels."60 Meir Zlotowitz follows a similar line of thought with the 
translation "sons of the rulers" (princes and judges).61 He argues that the 
Targumim based the translation of bene elohim as judges, rulers, and nobles on 
Exodus 22.7 - "and the owner of the house shall come near to C"i1~Mi1, 'the 
judges.'" Zlotowitz notes that R. Simeon bar Yoltai's interpretation of the 
"sons of nobles" indicates that the sons of the nobility married the daughters of 
the common people who were powerless to resist. 62 R. Simeon bar Yoqai states 
that these relationships came about through uncontrolled lust and signalled the 
moral decay of humanity. So, it appears that some early rabbinic authorities 
thought that not only did the C"'" '~"'-"j::l playa key role in the passage, but 
also the t:li~i1 n1JJ.63 
57 Michael Maher, Targum Pseudo-Jonathan: Genesis (vol.. 1 B of The Aram~ic Bible: The 
Targumim; eds. Michael Maher, Kevin Cathcart and Martm McNamara; Edmburgh: T &T 
Clark, 1992),37, n.2. C S C G 
58 R. Akiba was a Tanna active during the Bar Kochba War (120-140 E). ee .. 
Montefiore and H. Loewe, A Rabbinic Anthology (New York: Schocken Books, 1974),696. 
59 See b, Yoma 7b. 2 7 .... J .... , .. ' d .. S 
60 Cf Daniel 4.24. Neofiti also translates elohim in Exodus 2. as '" , ' JU ,ges. ~e 
. "P I 82" 30 Morgenstern notes that all modem scholarship has reJccted thiS Morgenstern, sa m , ' ." f 
interpretation, but he does remark on the division in scholarship between an IDterpretatloD 0 
ti . k' s foreign gods or angels. 
6
0relgn mg,. d N' Scherman Bereishis: Genesis A New Translation with a 
I Meir Zlotowitz an osson , N 
. d From Talmudic Midrashic and Rabbinic Sources (2d ed.; ew 
Commentary Anth::?g~e 1980) The vaiue of this particular translation is that it has taken 
York: M~sorah. Pu Ica Ions" M'drashim Talmud, and other rabbinic sources. 
into conSideration the TThargUpmlmt 't ~h and Harftorahs (London: Oxford University, 1929),48. 
62 See also J. H. Hertz, e en a ell ", 
63 See comments on Wevers' thoughts on thiS hne m n, 53. 
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Targum Pseudo-Jonathan follows a similar line of interpretation as 
Onkelos, but adds what seems to be a clear allusion to 1 Enoch 8.1-2: "that 
they painted their eyes and put on rouge and walked about with naked flesh." 
The reference is similar to language found in the Watcher tradition in which 
Asa'el is alleged to have taught humans the art of decorating the eyes.64 Worth 
questioning at this point, is why the author of Pseudo-Jonathan would have 
referred to a long-standing tradition found in 1 Enoch that clearly supports the 
idea that the bene elohim in Genesis 6.1-4 were angels? Is this perhaps a 
polemic against such a myth by declaring that the characters of the Genesis 
passage, and therefore the Watchers of 1 Enoch, were actually not angels at all, 
but merely "sons of the great ones"? This appears unlikely alongside the 
author's interpretation of nephilim in verse 6.4 as the two chief Watchers, 
Shemihazah and Asa' el. 
It should be noted that despite the disapproval by R. Simeon bar YOQai in 
the early second century C.E. to the interpretation of bene elohim as angels, 
some ambiguity exists in such expressions as ~"J"'" "J:l and ~"::li:li "J::l used 
by the authors of the Targums. Pseudo-Jonathan translates bene elohim in 
Genesis 6.2 and 4 with ~":li:li "J:l.65 In Deuteronomy 32.8, which discusses 
the division of the nations according to the "angels of the nations," Pseudo-
Jonathan uses the same expression, ~":li:li "J::l, to describe the same angels 
as the "princes of the nations."66 The Targum on Psalms67 helps to verify that 
bene elohim were understood to be angels. Targum Psalm 29.1 translates "J:l 
C"'~ as ~"::l~ '0 "n::l (band of angels) while retaining C"'~ "J::l - the passage 
reads, "a praise of David, Give before God praise, band of angels, sons of God, 
give before God glory and strength." The verse seems to indicate that these 
"sons of God" are the same beings recognized in Genesis 1.26 and Psalm 82. 
Targum Psalm 82 makes a shift from a divine interpretation of C"jT"M to one 
64 A arallel in Pirke R. Eliezer 22 should be noted .here, whi~h tells of the angel~ who saw the 
p. .I'C' Ikl'ng about naked with theIr eyes paInted. It seems poSSible that there 
generatIOns OJ am wa ' .. d "f h . 
is a reference being made here back to G~n 6.1. and the pollut~ part. 0 umanl!y 
•
. I . th Coace of the earth Is it pOSSible thIS was the generation. which took part In 
mu tIP yang on e 1; • 
the fall of the angels in verses 2-41 
6S Cf. Onkelos, ~"::1i::li ")::1. . e reformulated HB with ,"ito" ")::l. 
66 Unfortunat~ly, On~elfr0s anpd Ne. °difitL' f1aOgl~:C ~agiOarapha Chaldaice (Lipsiae: In Aedibus B. 
67 The AramaIC text IS om au e , 0 
G. Teubneri, 1873). 
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of perhaps human judges or at least judges. Psalm 82.1 contains the phrase 
'~-n'!l:J usually translated the "congregation of God," but the Targum has 
interpreted the text to read ~n""~::J r!l"pn, rp"'y n~j"~::J, "in the 
congregation of the righteous that are mighty in Torah."68 
The second part of Targum Psalm 82.1 is perhaps somewhat ambiguous in 
its choice of vocabulary and translates O"jj ,~, usually rendered as gods or 
angels, as "righteous judges" (~'~i" r j ",), a similar term which is used in 
Targum Neofiti and Genesis Rabbah (~"j"'" "j::J) on Genesis 6.2. Psalm 82.6-
7 perhaps reveals a connection to the "angels of the nations." The Hebrew 
reads in verse 6, O:l ':l 1'" ,.0 "J:J1 on~ C"jj'~ "n'O~-"j~, "I, myself, said 
you are gods (angels) and all of you are sons of the most high." The Targum 
reads 1':l ,,:l ~O,'O "'.:Ij~ ,"jj1 r::J"~n 11n~ ~":::J~ 'O:::J ,"jj n"'o~ ~j~, "I 
said: As angels you are regarded, and all of you are as angels on high. "69 This 
translation seems to indicate some hesitancy on the part of the writer to 
identify the figures of the Targum Psalm as heavenly beings (C"jj'M),70 but the 
same translation of verse 7 certainly seems to categorize them as something 
other than human. Targum Psalm 82.7 reads, l,n,on ~~j "j::J ,"jj ~~~i':J 
l' '!In ~"j::J'::J' 10 ,n ,"jj" "but rightly you will die as sons of men and as 
one of the princes you will fall." Again, this interpretation seems to point to 
Genesis 6.2-4 (i.e. the bene elohim) and the myth of the Fallen Angels." The 
bene elohim have transgressed the natural realm where humanity dwells and, 
as a result, their punishment is to die as humans die. 
It seems plausible that the writers were cloaking their discomfort with 
angels and women having sex in language that removed the idea of a heavenly 
being from the context. However, a possible connection with the Targum's 
description of the bene elohim of Genesis 6.2 (M"j"", "):1) is found in Targum 
68 Th" fC"iT~~iT "J:J as the righteous can also be found in Wisdom of Solomon 2.18. IS vIew 0 1 ;,.,1 . . God .. 
69 There is a question of who is speaking at this point in the Psalm, IS It , or IS I! someone 
addressing the congregation of God? One questi?n that needs to be asked ~ere, but IS perhaps 
bl I'S "why did the author use two different words for angels? not answera e, . . d II' I .. th h enly 70 I define divine beings as a being (angel, god, SPlnt) whose we 109 p ace IS ID e eav 
7
re
l aim. . 'bl Ilel of angels and princes found in Daniel 10.13, 20 and 12.1. In There IS also a POSSI e para ~ . h' h . 
. . I 12 l' which Michael is described as 1I,)iT iu.1, the great prance, W Ie IS 
particular ~anle . ID • ci EAos (, ~EyaS'. The possibility exists that mit" ~:ll£--nTJ could 
translated lD the LXX .a~. oJ ITh 5 14-15' or in a possible messianic role, 0''''''17, in Isaiah be translated as "captalD os ua. , 
9.5. 
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Job 1.21. The angels were often used in proxy for God in exceptionally 
problematic situations in the text. This is particularly true in Targumic 
traditions.72 Targum Job 1.21 b reads n"~' i1,i1", ~'O"O, ::Ji1" i1,i1", ~'O"O 
~"OJ i1"J"', "the memra of the Lord gives and the memra of the Lord and his 
court take away"; the court in this case is the heavenly court of angels who 
surround God. It is plausible to imagine a possibility in which the authors of 
the Genesis Targumim would use such ambiguous terms as ~"j"'" "j::J to 
describe the bene elohim if they had a problem with angels having sexual 
relations with women. 
A further interpretation of bene elohim as divine beings or minor deities is 
derived from a Semitic tradition of which the original nuances have been lost. 
Apparently, during the latter part of the 2TP a merger takes place between two 
categories of heavenly creatures (angels and the bene elohim), which were 
earlier thought to be separate.73 J. Weingreen suggests the bene elohim are best 
described as superhuman or supernatural beings. He argues C"i1'~ fD"~, in the 
context of Judges 13.6-8, cannot mean simply a "man of God" but must be 
describing a supernatural being. Weingreen argues that C"i1'M in this case is 
adjectival and should be interpreted as "supernatural" or "superhuman."74 
Nahum Sarna argues that the bene elohim are divine beings that lowered 
themselves to a human level that resulted in the intervention of God." He 
states that the concept of deities marrying humans is not only a Greek motif,'6 
but can also be found in the biblical tradition; i.e. Isaiah 14.12. Sarna claims 
there was an angelic rebellion by which angels lost their place in the heavenly 
realm. However, nothing in the Isaiah text indicates such action took place. 
Sarna also cites Job 4.18-19 as another passage that indicates deities 
intermarrying with humans, but this text only indicates the possibility of 
angelic rebellion, not marriage. The third passage, Ezekiel 32.27, again does 
not refer to marriage, only angelic rebellion. Of course, the author of these 
72 '''''h ~ amaic Version 01' the Bible Contents and COlltext (BerlinlNew York: Etan Levme, J I e I'Ir 'J 
Walter de Gruyter, 1988),68, , d th 
73 d I "N hTm" 19 Hendel cites the passage from Daniel 3.25 an e appearance 
See H~n e 'b ep ,I hi , , 'n ~he fiery furnace; Hendel contends that this figure would have 
of one hke a ene e 0 1m I 
t d angel in classical times, ~:prewse~ e an "Construct Genitive" Vetus Testamelltum 4 (1954): 57-9. J. emgreen, ' 
7S S G sis 45. ama, ene , f th Gods t.· below 
76 See excursus on "The Greek • Sons 0 e . 
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passages may have been drawing on the myth of Genesis 6.1-4 and expected 
his readers to understand that angelic rebellion equates to angels intermarrying 
with humans. Based upon Job 1.6; 2.1; and 38.7, Sarna argues that the bene 
elohim are angels, an interpretation that is clear from the LXX variants, but not 
in the Hebrew. If these are angels, then why has the author of Job used the 
ambiguous bene elohim rather than the Hebrew term C"::J~'O? It seems more 
plausible to think that in the Job passages cited by Sarna the bene elohim were 
still understood as minor deities prior to the fusing of the two types of beings 
in Hebrew culture. 
Jon Levenson argues that the bene elohim are the divine assembly who sit at 
court with God.77 He states that they are present from the beginning in Genesis 
1.26 ("Let us make man in our image"), which, he contends, reveals a 
collegiality in the heavens in which God has the final word in all that occurs in 
the cosmos.78 Levenson claims that this "royal court" imagery is found in 
Psalm 82.1: Q"i1'~ :J'P:J '~-n'v:J :J:tJ Q"il'~ ~~tD .. : "God stood in the 
congregation of God, in the midst of gods he will judge" (0 geoS' eOTT) EV 
auvoywYD aewv, EV IlSOCA? lie aeouS' liloKplvEI - "God stood in the congregation 
of gods, and in the midst he will judge gods").79 This same imagery is also 
preserved in 1 Kings 22.19-23: "I saw the Lord sitting on his throne, and all 
the host of heaven standing by him on his right and on his left." This passage 
appears to have close parallels to Job 1.6-12 and 2.1-6, which reveals the 
heavenly court of the "sons of God."80 This same court is identified in Psalm 
82.6 as sons of God: "I declare you are gods and all of you are sons of the 
77 Levenson, Creation, See also Cassuto, Genesis, 293, Cassuto ~rgues that the sons of g~s in 
th Canaanite literature are beings that belong to the congregation ,of the gods. According to 
C 
e t h'ft occurs in Israelite tradition in which the bene eioh,m become angels because 
assu 0, a S S k b k "A I f th 
of monotheism; Schwarzbaum, "Overcrowded," 67; and tuc en ruc, nge s 0 e 
Nations" 29. Cf. 4Q511 10.11. 78 ' C t' 5 and also Clines, "Sons of God," 33. 
79 Levenson, Crea ton, 6' Levenson argues that this story parallels that of Enuma Eiish, which 
Levenson, rea IOn, . th f ds b one supreme deity, Marduk. ~escribes the asc~ns~~n ~:!~::.~a~::::sPrudg~~:I:~e ti~es in the Pss: 89.6-9; 29.1-2; 
God appears 10 IS. . 188-16' 50 1-4' and 1 Chr 16.33. The Hebrew Bible reads 
97.7,9; 148.2; 96.4; 95.3, 76.9, d '. 'A 'TOU' 8eou similar to the Gen 6.2 translation. 
C"n'M "J::l and the LXX ~ea s a1;;; which is translated "a certain spirit" is also found 
Morgenstern notes tha~ min ~ ;~~sI48' 8' 18 11' 2 Sam 22.11; Job 30.22; cr. J Enoch 37; 
referring to a~, angel 10 ~.s I S ~Iso He~dei, "Nephilim." 17. It is possible the spirit that 
Morgenstern, . Psalm 82, 40: :e fi ure "satan" in Job 1.6 and 2.1. 
came forward 10 1 Kgs 22.21 IS g 
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most high." The story depicted here presents a variation to the monotheistic 
system of Israel of 2TP Judaism. This is conceivably the reason why these 
elohim were interpreted as angels in the Septuagint rather than minor gods. 
There may be an allusion to the breach of the cosmic order that the bene 
elohim made in Genesis 6.2 in Psalm 82.5: "They do not know nor understand, 
in darkness they go about; all the foundations of the earth are shaken." The 
Hebrew verb used here, ,~'O.., is also found in Isaiah 24.19 (~'O), a passage 
that seems to describe the judgment of the bene elohim for their actions against 
humanity and the cosmos.81 In summary, Psalm 82, in the context of the 
judgment in verse 1, the shaking of the foundations of the earth in verse 5, and 
the loss of immortality in verse 7, seems to affirm the idea that these C~i1'~ 
are the bene elohim of Genesis 6.1-4. 
The "host of heaven" is also an expression that carried a similar meaning to 
bene elohim. This description may further reveal the identity of who the sons 
of God are in Genesis 6.1-4 and in other early Jewish writings.82 Deuteronomy 
4.19 describes the host of heaven as a group of heavenly beings under the 
command of God who are to rule over the nations. This verse may be alluding 
to the angels who rule over the nations.83 Philo of Alexandria notes in De 
Posteritate Caini 89, 91-2 that the nations, with the exception of Israel, were 
divided by God amongst the ayyeACIlv 8eou.84 In comparison to other biblical 
passages in which the actions of the bene elohim are described, Genesis 6.1-4 
represents the group acting autonomously, that is, outside of the directive of 
God. Their independent initiative to intermingle with human women could be 
construed as an iniquitous action in relation to their previous history in the 
biblical tradition. 8s The result of their independent action, revealed in Genesis 
6, has a destructive affect upon the cosmos.86 
81 Targum Isaiah 24.19-23 interprets the. H~bre~ C,'C::l C,.:'Ci1 M:::l~-"D to mean the "mighty 
hosts" (with a divinity in mind) perhaps mdlcating the angehc host. . 
82 See Deut 4.19; Job 38.7; and I Kgs 22.19. Compare J Enoch ~16, Animal Apocalypse, and 
{f;ile~. t 328 See possible origins of this concept in Plato's Politicus - "all the parts of the 
. ee eu .. re were divided amongst gods appointed to rule o.ve~ them, as now gods 
umverse every.whel "C{ Iso Critias and Laws, which suggest a Similar theme; see also I rule over certam paces. . a 
~eter. 2.25. . nted in the T. Naphtali 8.3f and Jubilees 15.31-32. . . 
ThiS theme IS also repr~se 82 d 'bes their punishment for some previous offence, but It IS 
8S Hendel argue~ that Ps~ md .:~cn their punishment for their actions in the Gen 6 pusage; 
possible that thiS Psalm IS escn 109 
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Philo of Alexandria apparently had little difficulty in ascribing the bene 
elohim to the category of angels. Philo states in De Gigantibus 687 (quoting 
Gen 6.2) that it was the custom of Moses to call angels those whom the 
philosophers called cal~ovaS" .88 This appears to be an allusion to Hesiod's 
Works and Days 120-30 and the generation of the "golden race of mortal 
men." When the "golden race" died, they became pure spirits (cal~ovES"), 
which dwell upon the earth keeping watch over humanity. This is much like 
Philo's view of ca I ~OVES". Philo's understanding is that these spirits dwell in an 
area of the heavens just above the earth, not on the earth as they do in Hesiod. 
Therefore, it is plausible that Philo is alluding to Hesiod in De Gigantibus 6. A 
full discussion of Philo's interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4 will be taken up in 
chapter 7. 
In his work Liber Antiquitatum Biblicarum, Pseudo-Philo, a first century 
C.E. Jewish writer, retells the biblical story in a form similar to the Targumim, 
Jubilees, and the Qumran Genesis Apocryphon. In 3.1, the author has followed 
the Hebrew Bible translation of "sons of God" in reference to the bene elohim. 
He does appear to follow a Targumic type of language in reference to the 
entire passage, in particular, verse 6.3.89 Conspicuously missing from Pseudo-
Philo's work is an interpretation of Genesis 6.4. This perhaps reveals his 
disagreement with the idea that the sons of God could have sexual relations 
with women, which seems to follow a conservative rabbinic line of thought in 
relation to the passage. Pseudo-Philo relates a negative view of the passage in 
general, but this is directed primarily toward the role of humanity in the Flood 
rather than the sons of God about whose origin he offers no comment. It is 
possible that what lies behind the shift of interpreting the bene elohim as 
see Hendel, "Nephilim," 19. There is no unambiguous reference to God or the angels involved 
in sexual exploits as in the pagan mythology .,. 
86 See Cassuto, Genesis. Cassuto contends that the bene eloh.m are depicted In the Hebrew 
Bible as angels, however, the beings in Gen 6.1-4 do not represent the p~re and exalted 
character of the angels in the rest of Genesis. He therefore argues for. a cat~gonzed angelo logy 
. . hi' Gen 6 are those of a degraded class descnbed In Deut 32.8 as the In which t e ange Sin. , h' I C: 
th . H also sees the author's chOice of bene e.o .m as a genera term lor angels of e nations. e . h'l' f 1 d 
h· h Id 'ndl'cate good or evil very much like P I 0 5 concept 0 ange 5 an angels, w IC COU I • '. 1 
demons. See also Jubilees, which descnbes .a hlerarc~y of ange s. 
87 See also Philo Quaestiones et Solutiones In Genes,1S 1;92. d 5 • 'th 1 
88 Philo's view of angels encompasses the +uXGl t GyyrAol t an GIJjOVIS WI no c ear 
distinction between them. . . 6 3 
89 This will be discussed in detaillD the section on verse . . 
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angels in the early centuries of the Common Era is the idea that they were 
identified with the gods of the other nations; hence any veneration of them 
would be considered idolatry. 
In Jewish Antiquities 1.72-76, Josephus interprets the bene elohim of 
Genesis 6.2 as "angels of God." His narrative of the angels has been inserted 
into a section that describes the generations of Seth from a very negative 
standpoint. Following seven generations of serving God (I. 72f.), the people of 
Seth abandoned the ways of the previous generations and chose to live lives of 
depravity. During this time, some of the angels of God have fallen into 
wickedness and consorted with human women. The offspring of their sexual 
relations perform deeds similar to the giants of the Greek myths. Josephus 
identifies what appear to be Jewish traditions concerning the gigantic offspring 
and their resemblance to the giants (Y'YcXVTES) of the Greek traditions, 
presumably those of Hesiod's Theogony. This could possibly be understood as 
an affirmation that the two traditions, the giants of the Jewish tradition and 
those of the Greek myths, were seen as merging during the late 2TP. It seems 
likely that the nature of the offspring of the bene elohim and the daughters of 
men could be found in the Greek mythological description of the y,ycXVTES. 
Josephus presents a very negative understanding of the function of Genesis 
6.1-4 in the Flood narrative in Jewish Antiquities 1.72-76. 
One final early Jewish source for bene elohim is Daniel 3.25-28. The 
familiar story tells of the Israelite boys being thrown into the furnace and, 
while in the fire, Nebuchadnezzar saw them and a fourth with them who 
appeared as a "son of the gods" (1"i1'~-i:J i10, ~".o":li '" i1'i'). This 
phrase 1"i1'~-i:J is quite ambiguous according to the various interpretations 
(i.e. angel, Son of God). However, it is clear from the words of 
Nebuchadnezzar in 3.28 that this is an angel: '~O 'i'~'" Pi1'M '''i::l 
"'i1,,:1.o' :1T"'rD' i1:J~'O n,w", '~j ,:1.0" "blessed be the God of Shadrach, 
Mishach, and Abed Nego who sent his angel [LXX - TOV ayyeAov aUTo\,] and 
delivered his servants." This is evidence that bene elohim was being 
interpreted as angels as late as mid-second century B.C.E. 
One of the more prominent theories raised during the early centuries of the 
Common Era was that the bene elohim were the righteous and godly line of 
Seth and the daughters were from the line of Cain. This understanding of bene 
Strategies of Interpreting Genesis 6./-4 78 
elohim as the "line of Seth" is thought to have its origins in Christian circles 
beginning in the second century C.E. at the hand of Julius Africanus who 
attacked the view that the bene elohim were angels.90 This view was vigorously 
supported by several of the Church Fathers such as Chrysostom and 
Augustine.91 It is important to address this theory even if only to eliminate it 
from the list of possibilities. 
Lyle Eslinger argues that the identity of bene elohim can be discovered 
through the type of sin that has been committed.92 He begins in verse 3 by 
reading that the actions of God are directed towards humanity, so that the sin 
must have been human sin that occurred prior to verse 3. He argues that there 
is no violation in verse 1 because the people are only fulfilling the 
commandment to "be fruitful and multiply."93 Eslinger therefore argues that the 
sin must be found in verse 2; since the punishment is directed against humanity 
(vv. 3, 5), the bene elohim must be humans. He goes on to argue that verse 1 
must be relating the actions of the line of Seth in chapter 5 since there are only 
13 people listed in the line of Cain and no daughters. This of course is not true; 
there is a sister of Tubal-cain listed in 4.22, Naamah. Eslinger's second point 
is that there is no mention of the line of Seth taking wives, arguing that this is 
found only among the Cainites (Gen 4.19 by Lamech). He contends that this 
parallel is the sin that is found in verse 2: the breaking of the monogamous 
relationship established between Adam and Eve in Genesis 2.24. 
At this point, the argument of Eslinger becomes quite unclear. He has 
argued as follows: (1) the people who are multiplying upon the face of the 
earth are the Sethites (based on the idea in 4.14 that Cain has been banished 
from the face of the earth, which should perhaps be understood to mean, as 
God stated in 4.12; "he is cursed by the earth"); (2) daughters are born only to 
the Sethites (incorrect as seen in 4.22);94 and (3) there is no mention of 
90 PG X. 65. 
9\ Sec Chrysostom Homil. In Genesin 12.2 and Augustine De Civ. Dei 15.23. Syncellus 
attributes characteristics to Seth that appear to be similar to those of Enoch in J Enoch; he 
was translated to the angels who told him of the faU of the angels, the Flood, and the coming 
of the Messiah. Ginzberg argues this has its origins in the apocryphal book of Seth, which is 
of Jewish origin, Ginzberg, Legends. 5:149, n. 52. 
92 Sec Eslinger, "Contextual Identification of the Bene Ha'elohim." 
93 See Gen 1.28. 
M Eslinger is incorrect in his assumption that the daugbten are Sethites. According to 
Yerahmeel 24.10-12. the "daughters of man" are the line of Cain. See also Piru R. Ellezer 
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marriage in the line of Seth in chapter 5. These three points cannot lead to the 
conclusion that the bene elohim are the Cainites and that polygamous marriage 
is the sin for which God will bring the Flood.95 No evidence can be found in 
the Genesis 6.2 of polygamous marriages (i.e., the bene elohim taking more 
than one woman), and by Eslinger's own argument, it is the line of Cain 
marrying humans (possibly from their own line, see point 2 above), which of 
course is not banned by God in the rebuke of Cain in chapter 4. Certainly, this 
is not a crime worthy of the judgment of the Flood and the destruction of 
humanity.96 
The various interpretations discussed above reveal the difficulty that 
interpreters of Genesis 6.1-4 have had with the bene elohim. It can be 
determined, however, that at least a part of Judaism understood bene elohim as 
angels or some type of divine being or god. As a result, the Targumic 
interpretations were based upon doctrinal differences concerning angels or 
other divine beings. Another possibility is that the writers were attempting to 
protect the image of anything related to the Divine. Other early Jewish authors 
such as Philo of Alexandria, Josephus, Pseudo-Philo, and the authors of 1 
Enoch and Daniel had no problem interpreting the bene elohim as angels. From 
the above discussion, the more probable interpretation for bene elohim during 
the 2TP is they were "angels." 
Excursus: The Greek "Sons of the Gods" 
The "sons of the gods" are well known in Greek mythology and many have 
argued that they are the figures that lie behind the bene elohim and the giants 
of Genesis 6.1-4. Hesiod describes a generation of beings in Works and Days 
110-125 that could easily be identified as the bene elohim in Early Judaism.97 
22. A second view reverses the roles, the daughters are Sethites, and the sons of God are 
Cainites because Cain was of heavenly origin. The offspring of this union (of the Cainites) 
were physically strong and beautiful in appearance, but have a sinful nature. See Ginzberg. 
Legends. 5:172, n. 14. Nowhere in the literature do we find the idea that both the "sons of 
God" and the "daughters of men" are from the same group. 
95 Eslinger, "Contextual," 73, n. 1. Clines argues that the bene elohim did commit the sin of 
polygamy, see Clines, "Sons of God," 36, but disagrees with Eslinger's theory that they are 
the line of Seth, ibid., 33. 
96 See Alexander, "Sons of God," 66. Alexander deals with the various arguments of the 
theory that the Sethites are the bene elohim. 
97 Hugh Evelyn-White translates the term tJlpO'ft'Ct.)V civ8"wlrCalV (Works and Days 110) u 
"mortal men." 
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They are said to have lived c:loTE aEOI (as gods) and after the earth had covered 
their generation, they lived upon the earth as "pure spirits" (oal~ovES) as 
guardians of men and kept watch on judgments.98 This description is similar to 
the Watchers who, in the Jubilees tradition (4.15), were sent to earth by God to 
watch over humanity.99 The third generation created by Zeus is similar to the 
nephilim of Genesis 6.4. 100 They are described as having great physical 
strength and as mighty warriors upon the earth. The fourth generation created 
by Zeus fits a similar description of the gibborim of Genesis 6.4. This was a 
race of "hero men" known as demigods. This race appears to have fallen to the 
same fate as the giants in the 1 Enoch tradition. They are destroyed by 
numerous wars, in particular by the Trojan War, which as will be seen below is 
a possible parallel to the Flood of Semitic traditions. 
Hesiod's The Catalogues of Women and Eoiae II 2-50, which tells the story 
of Zeus' plan to destroy the mortals and demigods (the offspring of the gods 
and humans) by raising a storm and tempest over the earth, appears to parallel 
the Genesis 6 story of God's plan to bring the Flood to destroy not only 
humanity but the offspring of the bene elohim and humanity. Zeus' reason for 
doing so was to stop the mating of the sons of the gods with the mortals and 
for this reason he "laid toil and sorrow upon sorrow" upon the offspring of the 
sons of the gods. 101 The similarity of the Hesiod material and the Genesis 
passage is striking. Hesiod has depicted the gods, their relations with humans, 
the resulting offspring, and Zeus' displeasure with it all (although he is guilty 
on multiple occasions of committing the same act). The result is very similar to 
the disple,asure voiced by Yahweh in Genesis 6.3, 5 which appear to be a part 
of the reason for the Flood. One problem with the comparison of the Trojan 
War and the Flood is the destructive effects of the Trojan War upon humanity. 
98 Interestingly, Zeus is addressed as a 6ahJcuv in direct speech by Cottus during Zeus' plea to 
the 3 one-hundred handers to help him fight Kronos; see Theogony 654. 
99 See Works and Days 248-255 for a description of the "watchers" of the Greek mythology. 
100 This is providing that one accepts the equality between the nephilim and the gibborim. 
101 See Hendel, "Nephilim," 31-32. Hendel states that the destruction is brought about by the 
Trojan War, but as seen above there is perhaps an allusion to the Flood in the Catalogue 0/ 
Women. 
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It appears that this would not be a devastating enough eyent to bring Zeus the 
desired results. 102 
It is possible that within Genesis 6.1-4 there is a much closer parallel to the 
Titan myth than previously thought. It seems that the focus of the Genesis text 
is the violation of the earthly realm by beings from the heavenly realm; i.e. the 
bene elohim with the daughters of men. The Titan myth contains the same type 
of violation (sexual) of the earthly realm (r 010) by the heavenly realm 
(OUPOV05 ).103 Although this is quite metaphorical in nature, it is plausible that 
this tradition was behind the thinking of the author of Genesis 6, but he chose 
to humanize the language for his readers. 104 The results of both stories are the 
same, the birth of the giants. Hendel argues, and rightly so, that the Greek 
tradition, which can be seen in Hesiod's works, is perhaps a component of the 
greater circle of oral traditions of which Genesis 6.1-4 was a part. 105 
Despite the close similarity between the Greek myths and the Semitic 
material, little evidence is particularly offered for a direct parallel to the bene 
elohim of Genesis 6. The first problem is creating a genealogical link in the 
Hebrew text between the bene elohim and Yahweh. There is no record of a 
creation of bene elohim as in the Greek material. 106 Missing in the Greek myth 
is the person of Yahweh. In the Hebrew text, heaven and earth are created out 
of chaos (,i1:J, ,i1rl) by Yahweh, while in the Greek text, rOlo just comes into 
being and OUPOV05 is born to r 010. 107 There is, however, no clear evidence 
that identifies rex I' ex and OUPOV05 as gods in the Theogony, but rather the 
Greek pantheon of gods (the Titans, among others) were born out of rOlo and 
OUpOV05.108 If r 010 and OUPOV05 are not specifically called gods (although the 
102 R. Scodel, "The Achaean Wall and the Myth of Destruction," HSCP 86 (1982): 42-3. 
Scodel argues that the theme of the Trojan War has probably been borrowed from the Flood 
myth. 
103 This interpretation must contain the idea of a rebellion of humans in the Genesis passage 
against the heavens, which of course is a possible reading of verse 6.1. 
104 It is also possible that the Greek story was drawing upon a Semitic myth, but the author 
(Hesiod) chose to mythologize the content for his readers. 
105 Hendel, "Nephi lim," 32. 
106 See 2 Baruch 21.6; 4 Ezra 6.41; Jubilees 2.2: Sirach 16.26-28; and Ps 147.4. 
107 TheogollY 116-128. In the Protogo1l0S Theogony, Ouranos and Ge come from the same 
mother, Night. In Homer (Iliad 205-07), Ocean os and Tethys are also seen as primeval 
parents. 
lOS TheogollY 130-50. Also born from rala and the blood of Oupavos are the Erinyes, the 
Giants. Aphrodite, and the Nymphs. See also Theogony 919. 
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Orphic poems offer a possible divine identification, see below) this would 
exclude the Titans (and others) from the category of "sons of God" because 
they were born not from the gods, but rather from rala and Oupavos.l09 
However, the sixth century B.C.E. Orphic poems can perhaps offer a 
solution as to how there was a change in the adaptation of Hesiod's Theogony 
in the later centuries before the Common Era. 110 The genealogy of the gods in 
the Orphic poems describes Oupavos as the "first king of the gods." II I If this 
was the accepted understanding of the position of Oupavos in the genealogy of 
the gods in the fourth century B.C.E., it is then conceivable that the Titans 
could be seen as "sons of god." Theogony 118 implies that r a I a is a god with a 
reference to her as the foundation of the a8avaTCalv. 112 A second possible 
reference to her deity is found in Theogony 120 which identifies Eros as the 
fairest of the deathless gods in a list of emerging entities that contains r a I a. It 
seems plausible to suggest a shifting role for r ala and Oupavos which 
identified them as gods perhaps allows one to draw parallels of the Titans as 
sons of god with the bene elohim of 2TP Jewish literature. 113 
3.2.3 Verse 3 
C~~~ C'V, L:J'~:l 'In" 1"'-~' ;";" ,o~', 
;'j~ C"~V' ;,~o "0' ,';" '~:l ~,;, 
Genesis 6.3 is perhaps the most troublesome verse of 6.1-4 for interpreters due 
to two very problematic Hebrew terms, 1'" and C~~:l."4 The second part of 
the verse, ;'j~ C"~.o, ;,~o "0' ,';" ("and his days shall be one hundred and 
twenty years"), has also caused considerable confusion as to its interpretation. 
This phrase raises some important questions that can sway the interpretation of 
humanity's role in the bringing of the Flood towards a negative or a neutral 
109 See also reference in Pindar's Pythian Odes Xl. 
110 M.L. West, The Orphic Poems (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1983), 1. 
III Plato (fourth c. B.C.E.) appears to quote the genealogy of the Orphic poet in Cratylus 
402b. 
112 Hesiod, LCL, 86, n.3. This line of Theogony is thought to be spurious. 
113 See Josephus Ant. 1.73; 1 Enoch 6-36; Jubilees; Philo Gig. 16; Bartelmus, Heroentum, 
161; Pearson, "Resurrection and Judgment"; Hendel, "Of Demigods." 
114 Kraeling argues that verse 3 originally stood after verse 4 and subsequently eliminates the 
contextual problems presented in verse 3. Kraeling, "Significance," 197. According to 
Bartelmus, verse 3 is an intermezzo, but if this were the case then why would the redactor 
leave it so ambiguous? 
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conclusion. Does this phrase mean that humanity will only live for 120 years 
from this point on? If so, how can we account for the age of those who live 
extended lives after the Flood? Is this the number of years until the coming of 
the Flood? Or is this the length of life allotted to the offspring of the bene 
elohim and the daughters of men? 
The Septuagint offers a few variants that are significant for the 
interpretation of the verse. Symmachus follows the rabbinic line with his 
reading of ou KPIVEI (shall not judge, strive with)115 for IJ~ KOTOIJEIVlJ (shall not 
remain, dwell with), "and the Lord God said, 'my spirit shall not judge (or 
strive) in these men forever because they are flesh. "'116 The most significant 
detail found in the LXX, which does not appear in the Hebrew Bible, is 
TOlnolS" in the phrase EV TCilS" av8pwTTolS" TOlnolS", "in these men." Several 
have commented that this addition is directed at the generation of the Flood 
from which God will remove his spirit. Others have argued that "these" men 
are the offspring of the bene elohim and God will remove his spirit from them 
because of their mixed nature. Other translators and interpreters do not read 
TOlJTOIS" from the translation; these include Symmachus, Ethiopic version, the 
Vulgate, Philo (Gig. 19), Ambrosius (De mysteriis 10; De Noe 7), and Hilarius 
(Ps 65.5). 
Sarna argues that 1'''''-~'' should be read in this case as "shall not abide," 
but he notes that the term which follows, Cl"~:, is making reference to the 
offspring of the union if "because he also is flesh' is included. The problem 
with this interpretation is that until this point in the passage there is no mention 
of offspring, which would then direct the judgment back on Cl"~::J.1I7 If TOIS" 
av8pwTTolS" TOlJTOIS" refers to the offspring, that would categorize the gibborim 
and the nephilim as human (if two groups, gibborim and nephilim, are to be 
lIS Cf. Targum Onkelos, Neofiti, Pseudo-Jonathan; b. Sanh. 10Sa; m. Sanh. 10.3. 
116 There is perhaps a parallel to the phrase "he too is flesh" found in the Epic of Gilgamesh. 
See Gilgamesh I.ii; 1.11, 16, 21 in ANET 73b-74a. David Clines argues that both the "sons of 
God" (Clines is actually referring to the offspring of the bene elohim) and Gilgamesh find 
their life expectancy significantly reduced because they are flesh (Clines, "Sons of God," 45, 
n.1S). See also Loren T. Stuckenbruck, "Giant Mythology and Demonology: From the 
Ancient Near East to the Dead Sea Scrolls," in Demons (ed. Armin Lange, Hermann 
Lichtenberger, and K.F. Diethard Romheld Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2003). 31-3S. 
117 Sarna. Genesis, 46. Kraeling also follows the idea that the c;~ of verse 3 is a different 
group than that mentioned in verse 1. But it is highly unlikely that in such a short passage the 
author would ha\"~ intended two different meanings for the same word. 
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identified). A more likely scenario is this phrase refers to the generation of the 
Flood. This would then indicate that 3b should be read as a period of 120 years 
until the death of this generation in the Flood. 
The Targumim have augmented the biblical text of verse 3 more than verses 
1-2 and 4. This perhaps is due to the difficulty that this verse presented to the 
readers and the interpreters of Genesis 6. The author of Targum Onkelos freely 
interprets the verb 1"" due to the anthropomorphic nature of the phrase: 118 
"and God said, 'This evil generation shall not exist before me forever because 
they are flesh and their deeds are evil, an extension of time shall be given 119 to 
them of one hundred and twenty years [Grossfeld adds "to see"] if they shall 
repent. '" Grossfeld argues that the addition "and their deeds are evil" is to 
explain what the problem is: the humans are flesh - because they are flesh, 
their deeds are evil. I20 The closing phrase of verse 3 in Onkelos is perhaps the 
more significant addition because it points the finger clearly at humanity as the 
problem in creation. Unless humanity repents, the Flood will come in 120 
years. 121 
Clines suggests there is evidence for two possible interpretations of the 120 
years. First, the duration may mean the prime length of life granted to 
humans 122 or, second, it indicates a reprieve for humanity prior to the Flood.123 
A parallel to the 120 years is found in the Atrahasis epic. In this Flood story, 
the 120 years is equated to 1200 years granted as a time of reprieve prior to the 
Flood. Westermann suggests that the restrictive nature of the judgment in 6.3 
implies a similar attempt by humanity to prolong life that is found in Genesis 
3.22.124 However, no evidence of this type of attempt by humanity is suggested 
118 Grossfeld, Onqelos Genesis, 52, n.2. 
119 Biblia Hebraica, Constantinople has ~JJ" ;'1", "I shall grant." 
120 Ibid., 52, n.3. The idea '''humans are flesh" is otherwise foreign to the Hebrew Bible and 
closer to "flesh" in the DSS. 
121 This follows the traditional rabbinic interpretation of the verse. Grossfeld cites Mek. 
Mesekhta De Shirata V; Avot R. Nat. Verso A, Chapter 32; and Tanq. A Noah V. Ibid., 53, 
n.4. 
122 See Gen 50.22; Josh 24.29; Deut 31.2 and 34.7. See also Herodotus 3.23 and 1.163. 
123 Clines, "Sons of God," 42. 
124 Westermann, Genesis, 374. Westermann also sees a parallel to the Prometheus myth in that 
the bene elohim are attempting to raise the status of humans just as Prometheus. Kraeling 
notes that the 120 years represents three generations of offspring from the union of the sons of 
God and the women. It is possible that this is what is alluded to in I Enoch 86.4 and 87.4. 
which describe the offspring of the union as "clephants. camels. and donkeys." Kraeling. 
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in Genesis 3. God pre-empts the possible attempt by humanity to regain eternal 
life (by expelling Adam and Eve from Eden) rather than putting a stop to it. 
Only in this pre-emptive action can a parallel be drawn between 3.22 and 6.3. 
Targum Pseudo-Jonathan expands the text even more than Onkelos. Similar 
to Onkelos, the word 1"" plays a key part in the interpretation of the verse for 
the author of Pseudo-Jonathan. Pseudo-Jonathan renders the verb as "to 
judge" based upon the degree of punishment that God is about to bring upon 
the earth in the Flood narrative to follow. Again, as the author of Onkelos has 
done, the author of Pseudo-Jonathan has freely paraphrased the verse: 
And the Lord said in his Memra, "None of the evil generations that are to arise [in the future], 
will be judged according to the order of judgment applied to the generation of the Flood, [that 
is] to be destroyed and wiped out from the world. Did I not put my holy spirit in them that 
they might perform good deeds? But behold their deeds are evil. Behold I gave them an 
extension of a hundred and twenty years that they might repent, but they have not done SO."125 
The theme is similar to Onkelos in that, although Yahweh is presented as a 
merciful and compassionate God who gives humanity a chance to repent, this 
opportunity is rejected. The same mercy of God is seen again in Targum 
Pseudo-Jonathan of Genesis 7.4 in which God said that he will give humanity 
one more opportunity of seven days to repent prior to the Flood, but again it is 
rejected. 126 The author's primary concern is to safeguard the righteous 
character of God. Targum Neofiti is similar to the translation and thought of 
Pseudo-Jonathan, but has one important addition. The author indicates that 
God placed his spirit in the ~iVJ~ "J~ (sons of men); this removes any 
confusion about the subject of this verse and emphatically places the guilt (or 
alleged guilt) upon humanity. The authors of the three Targumim are clear 
about the character of humanity in this situation - even with the spirit of God 
in them, humans can do only evil. 
No confusion is evident amongst the Targumic authors about the translation 
of the notoriously difficult D~u::J. They have all incorporated it without notice 
"Significance." 200. See also J. Klein, "The Bane of Humanity: A lifespan of 120 Years" in 
Acta Sumerologica 12, (1990), 57-70; cited in Batto, Slaying the Dragon, 65. Klein argues 
there is a similar 120 year lifespan for humanity in a Sumerian text from Emar; see D. 
Arnaud. Recherches au pays d 'Astala, Emar VI. 1-4, 771.19-26. 
m Maher. Targum Pseudo-Jonathan. 38. 
12h Ibid., 38. n.9. 
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In their paraphrases of the verse. Clines suggests that ex:: should be read 
"My spirit shall not abide in man forever because of the clamour of flesh." 
There is no example of iD in the Pentateuch as an abbreviation for ,~.~. This 
combined with the preposition ::J makes the reading difficult. Clines argues that 
the root of this word is t:DiD (Assyrian), "to howl," combined with the 
preposition ::J. This would perhaps suggest the possibility of an allusion to the 
Atrahasis myth and the "clamouring of humanity" that results in the Flood. 127 
Alternatively, Soggin proposes that the root may be ;'~t:~ or possibly :)C', 
meaning "to be mistaken" or "to sin instinctively." He does note, however, that 
this is unlikely in the context of the verse. 128 Similarly, Marguerite Harl 
suggests the root of tJ'iD::J should be interpreted as "to err" - "in their erring 
ways they are flesh."129 Westermann contends that, more probably, the cause of 
the Flood was an act of sin rather than a state of creation; thus he rejects the 
interpretation of tJ'iD::J as "because" man is flesh.l3O It may be suggested that 
"because man is flesh," his actions continue to be sinful; therefore. God must 
withdraw his spirit from him. Thus, it is not necessarily an act, as Westermann 
contends, that is problematic; rather the condition of humanity is the problem. 
Drawing any conclusions from the above discussion of verse 3 is difficult. 
The various interpretations of the early Jewish literature show that there was 
no problem with the difficult tJ'iD::J; the best translations remains "because" or 
"in that also" humanity is flesh. There is little evidence that would suggest a 
different translation of 1'1"-~ ~ than the generally agreed upon "my spirit shall 
not remain in humanity." The only significant alteration brought about through 
the translation of the passage is an interpretation of the 120-year period as one 
that suggests a time of opportunity for humanity to repent. However, there is 
still evidence for the view that the 120 years is describing the expected 
lifespan of humans following the Flood.l3l 
127 Clines, "Sons of God," 40. See also Gruppe, "Genesis 6," 146; Gruppe suggests that the 
"erring" is that of the sons of God. See Kraeling, "Significance," 199: Kraeling argues, contra 
Gruppe, that the erring is related to the humans rather than the sons of God. 
128 Soggin, Genesis, 121. 
129 HarJ, La Bible, 125-26. 
130 Westermann, Genesis, 376. 
131 See aboYl? n. 124. 
3.2.4 Verse 4 
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Genesis 6.4 contains two terms that have resulted in various interpretations of 
the verse. While nephilim and the gibborim are both translated ytyavTE5 in 
the LXX, it is somewhat difficult to find a philological relationship between 
the two terms in the Hebrew Bible. The Greek translation of the Hebrew 
conjures up images of the Titan myth of Hesiod and Homer's Odyssey and 
Iliad.132 Why the translators chose to translate the Hebrew terms C~ ~:JJ;-r and 
~'1~~i1 with one term, YlyavTE5, raises several questions. 133 Did the 
translators not understand properly the Hebrew of the text, but knew the 
132 The phrase "men of renown" directs our attention to Hesiod's Theogony, Rightfully so, 
there have been many theories which have attempted to read Theogony as the background to 
the Watcher tradition in 1 Enoch. There are several points that seem to develop a parallel 
between the two stories. The connection to the Watcher tradition can be suggested by the 
following points: 1) Kronos is a son of the gods - titan; 2) he rebels against Oupavos- (god) 
his father; 3) the giants are born out of this rebellion (Theogony 186) - the giants are 
associated with heroic figures of distant past; and 4) the Titans are eventually bound in 
Tartarus (Theogony 718). The following points reduce the possible connection between the 
two stories: 1) Kronos married his sister and becomes the father of the Olympian gods; this 
would then require the giants of the Watcher tradition to be the Olympian gods (Theogony 
453-506); 2) Kronos devours all of his children (Theogony 462); 3) Zeus, Kronos' son, battles 
his father; 4) we do not know what happened to the giants born of the blood of Ouranos; and 
5) note that Greekpan of 1 Enoch 9.9 identifies the offspring as titans; we cannot have the 
Watchers and their offspring identified as the titans. It is possible that some of the Greek 
myth material has filtered down into Jewish literature, but is it legitimate to argue in a Greek 
to Israelite direction only? Is it not just as likely that Hesiod was drawing on a Semitic 
tradition that we find remnants of in Gen 6-9? Cf. P. Walcot, Hesiod and the Near East 
(Cardiff: University of Wales, 1966), 6. Walcot argues that scholars have been too quick to 
point out Hesiod's debt to Near Eastern motifs. 
133 This single translation for the two Hebrew expressions has possibly influenced the 
translator( s) of the Greek versions of the Aramaic B W. The ensuing Ethiopic translation has 
also either accepted the single designation (giants) for the two beings or has understood the 
nephi/im to be something else besides the giants. The translator of Greeksync has likewise 
accepted that the nephi/im are one category of the giant offspring of the Watchers and the 
women. The terms nephi/im and gibborim appear to be synonymous in the Book of Giants 
(4Q531 5.2), ri::J[ r ,'!)j" although there is little context in the fragment that will help one 
understand the author's intention. See also 4Q530 2.20-21 in which Milik, Stuckenbruck, 
Garcia Martinez, and Beyer reconstruct with 'ii'[; ~~ ":;:1] ~'i:; following 4Q530. Cf. also 
4Q530 2.5-6 which seems to place the nephilim in the assembly of the gibborim although this 
reconstruction is less certain. See Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants, 109-150. Eth. O.T. 
translates nephilim as giants (yarbeh). 
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tradition and thus used the Greek terms which were analogous to the characters 
in the Hebrew passage? Was YlyavTE5 some kind of technical term that 
carried a specific function in the Hellenistic culture? It appears, by comparison 
with other passages in the Hebrew Bible, that either YlyavTE5 carried a broad 
range of meaning in the Hellenistic period or there were multiple types of 
giants in the land prior to and during Israel's initial entry and occupation of 
Canaan. 
3.2.4.1 Nephilim 
In an attempt to find a correlation between the terms (i.e. c~ ~~:~, C~i:;~ and 
yt YO:VTE5) and to clear some of the ambiguity in the Genesis 6.1-4 passage, it 
is necessary to delineate their use elsewhere in the biblical text (Hebrew Bible 
and LXX). The LXX translates Cl' ~~Ji1 on two occasions, Genesis 6.4 134 and 
Numbers 13.33,135 as 01 yt yO:VTE5. Precisely who the nephilim are is not clear 
in either of the cited passages. Most scholars have identified the nephilim with 
the gibborim on the basis that it is the antecedent of the pronoun i1rJi1. But this 
is not necessarily the case; more probable is that the antecedent is the 
understood subject of the verb "~', the children born to the bene elohim and 
the daughters of men. 136 It seems that the nephilim were on the earth at the time 
when the bene elohim came to the daughters of humanity.137 The phrase Cl" 
1:l-"n~ appears to be a gloss added to allow for the reference to the nephilim 
134 Translated in ASV, NASV, NIV, and RSV as nephilim. Aquila's literal translation of the 
LXX follows the Hebrew with the reading oi ETTIlTITTTOVTE5 - "the fallen ones" (the ones 
falling), this could be taken as a reference to the Fallen Angels but it is likely that Aquila was 
only following his typical literal style of translation. There is also some manuscript support 
for this reading; see Wevers, Genesis, 109. Symmachus reads oi ~lalol with minor \lS 
support; Theodotion reads oi os YIyavTE5 with minor MS support. See also Philo Gig. 58. 
135 There is an interesting omission in the LXX from the Hebrew of Numbers 13.33. the 
mention of the sons of Anak. The Hebrew reads C" '~:~-1~ i'Jl' "J:J C" '~:~-n~ 'J"~', "we 
saw the Nephilim, the sons of Anak from the Nephilim." The sons of Anak are also translated 
as ylyavTC.uv in Deut 1.28. 
136 It may be suggested that the antecedent of ;"jO~ is nephilim. This would then identify the 
nephilim as the heroic figures "the mighty men who were of old, men of renown," thus 
removing the "positive" image from the offspring of the sons of God and the women. 
137 Julian Morgenstern suggests that the verb '~:J" expresses the idea of frequency of visits. If 
this were the case, then this would suggest the relationship of marriage being less likely. 
Morgenstern, "Psalm 82," 85, n.97. See also Clines, "Sons of God," 35; Clines proposes that 
the LXX translation also suggests the same, W5 (Xv EioETTOpEUOVTO. See also Hertz, Haftarah, 
49. Hertz argues that the nephilim were giants who existed prior to the union of the bene 
e/ohim and the women. 
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In Numbers 13.33.138 By removing the gloss, there is a clear dissimilarity 
between the nephilim and the gibborim. By doing so, the nephi/im no longer 
stand in the role of the offspring of the union: "The nephilim were on the earth 
in those days when the sons of God came into the daughters of men, and they 
bore children to them. They were the mighty men who were of old. men of 
renown." 
If one interprets Genesis 6.1-4 as a chronological description of the events, 
then the nephilim were already on the earth during the time when the bene 
elohim came down to the earth and took the daughters of men to themselves as 
well as after the ~"'::J~ were born to the bene elohim. Clines argues that the 
bene elohim are represented in the Genesis 6 passage as a generation which 
existed prior to the nephilim, but that is not obvious from the text. "The 
nephi lim were on the earth in those days" does not suggest that this was their 
first appearance on the earth, but simply states that they were there when the 
sons of God came to the daughters of men. 139 Therefore, the nephilim resided 
upon the earth prior to these events. 
The only other cognate of nephilim in the Hebrew Bible is a verb or 
participle from the root ~!:lj. 140 The LXX translates these Hebrew references 
with a form of the verbs TTl TTTC.0 (fall), TTapEI..I~O:AAW (set up for battle) or 
E 1..1 TTl TTTW (desert), primarily referring to those who have fallen in war. One 
instance it is used in conjunction with ~"'::J' (Ezek 32.27), which is translated 
as YlyavTwv (the mighty ones of the uncircumcised). A second instance is 
found in Psalm (MT) 58.9, which reads ~!:lj (nephel), "like the miscarriages of 
a woman which never see the sun." Although it may be appropriate in another 
context (e.g. Job 3.16), this clearly does not fit the context of Genesis 6.1-4.141 
So, the problem remains concerning the identity of the nephilim in Genesis 
6.4, particularly if they existed prior to the union of the sons of God and the 
138 The nephilim of Num 13.33 are the people whom the men saw when they were sent to spy 
out the land of Canaan while Israel was in the wilderness. These beings described as YlyavTES" 
in LXX present the reader with the problem of how giants survived the Flood, in contrast to 
the Watcher tradition that conveys that all the giants were physically killed. 
139 Clines, "Sons of God," 35. 
140 See cf. Deut 22.4; Josh 8.25; Judg 7.12: 8.10; 20.46; I Sam 31.8; 2 Kgs 25.11; Jer 6.15; 
8.12; 39.9; 52.15; Ezek 32.22, 23, 24, 27; Ps 145.14; I Chr 10.8; 2 Chr 20.24 
141 See also the interpretation of C" ""!): in the Manichean "Book of Giants" on Gen 6.4 as 
"abortions"; cf. also Bereshith Rabbah 26.7. 
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daughters of men. The Genesis passage does not represent the nephilim. or. for 
that matter, the offspring of the C~~~~ ~J: and the women, in a negati\'e light. 
On the contrary, the offspring of the sons of God in Genesis 6 are considered 
"mighty men of old" and "men of renown." This language in no way reflects 
the clearly negative portrait of the offspring presented in the Watcher 
tradition. 142 
The Targumim offer little in their interpretation of Genesis 6.4 about the 
identity of the nephilim. Grossfeld translates Targum Onkelos' interpretation 
~":J' ~ as the "mighty ones. "143 This Targum interpretation lacks any 
elaboration upon the verse, which may indicate that none was required by the 
author. Targum Neofiti's rendition of nephilim follows that of Onkelos -
ii":J'~. McNamara chose to translate Neofiti's jj',:') with giants and notes 
that Nfmg translates bene elohim of 6.4 as ~':J~~rJ' l'ii'J:J, "sons of angels." 
Targum Pseudo-Jonathan interprets the Genesis 6.4 passage with significant 
changes, which indicate a strong negative interpretation of the text. The 
nephilim are identified as the angels ~'rJiD jrJ 1 ~!:lJ I'J~jj ~~T::1 ~~Tnr-t', 
"Shemihazai and Azael, the ones who fell from heaven." This is a clear 
reference to the Watcher tradition of 1 Enoch, Jubilees, and other early Jewish 
literature and a significantly different interpretation from the other Targumim. 
Maher notes that two other rabbinic sources (b. Yoma 67b and PRE 22) 
interpret the nephilim as "angels who fell. "144 A similar interpretation may be 
found in 1 QapGen ar ii 1. The nephilim are listed synonymously with the 
Watchers and the Holy Ones (i.e. the angels) in a story that seems to be 
connected to 1 Enoch 106 and the story of the birth of Noah. 
142 See LAE 13.1-16.1 and J Enoch 86. Morgenstern argues that the nephilim are Satan and 
his followers who were cast down from heaven because of their rebellion following the 
creation of humanity. God commanded Satan to give honour to Adam. but Satan refused to 
honour him and he was exi led from heaven, Morgenstern, "Psalm 82," 95-106. 
\·0 Grossfeld, Onqe/os Genesis, 52. Note that Ollke/os also translates nephilim as ~.~:.; in 
Numbers 13.33. It should be noted that the noun is in the emphatic state. 
144 Maher, Targum Pseudo-Jonathan. 38. See also Midrash Rabbah, 217 for various rabbinic 
opinions concerning the nephilim, which all have a negative connotation to them, 
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3.2.4.2 Gibborim 
We will consider one final character that had a role in the Genesis Flood 
narrative, the gibborim.145 The closing section of verse 4 146 contains the 
troublesome tJ"':J~, which is translated in the LXX as YI yavTES-. 147 There are 
forty-one occasions in the LXX where cr ,:~ is translated into Greek as 
Y'lyas-: YlyavTwv (16 times),148 ytyavTES- (10), ytyavTas- (3), and YlyavToS- (1) 
ytyavTa (4) ytyaS- (7). There are four Hebrew terms which are translated in 
this manner: (tJ")':J~ (41), tJ"~!JJ (2), (C")~!J' (12), and (C")P::: 'OJ: (1).149 
The term giants appears an additional seven times in the Apocrypha; four of 
them in reference to the giants of the Flood l50 and one reference in Judith 16.6 
which is unclear in meaning. 151 In addition to the above-mentioned instances of 
rephaim, thirteen others should be noted. There are seven occurrences in which 
145 It should be noted that the work of Pseudo-Philo, perhaps a late first c. S.C.E. or early first 
c. C.E. text, which is similar in its style to Jubilees, has also retained the Hebrew description 
of "sons of God" from Gen 6.2 rather than adopting the interpretation of "angels of God" 
followed by Philo of Alexandria and Josephus. This text could provide a possible link to the 
rabbinic interpretation that the "sons of God" were mere mortals of important status in Israel. 
The author of Pseudo-Philo implies that the Gen 6.1-4 passage is dealing with strictly human 
characters. See Harrington, Pseudo-Philo, 306. See also 1 QSa col. II 2, which identifies "men 
of the Congregation" as CltO ntOJ~. See also Baruch 3.26. This text states that the giants were 
those "famous of old, great in stature, expert in war," but they perished because they had no 
knowledge and perished in their folly. 
146 Cl~il "~j~ 0 'l!)rJ ,~~ O"':J~il ilrJil Oil' 'i , .. , - "And there were born to them the 
gibborim who were from the ancient days, men of renown." 
147 One manuscript (73*) omits 0" YlyOVTES" and a second omission of 0'1 av8pwrro, is noted in 
MSS 707 and 53. Aquila translates YlyOVTES" with 6UVOTOI (also ms 135 Syh). Symmachus 
translates with ~IOIO' (also mss 135; 57-73; 413, 550, 130, 344, Syh). Staffan Olofsson 
presents a detailed discussion of why the LXX translators chose particular words in their 
interpretation of the Hebrew Bible. He suggests several points that shaped their translation: 
( 1) They rendered theological terms with precision; (2) they often made implied ideas of the 
Hebrew explicit in the Greek; (3) they did not apply only to the immediate context, but often 
drew on ideas remote from the passage, e.g. the Psalms; (4) they employed favourite Greek 
words for multiple Hebrew words of similar meaning; and 5) it is possible that at times the 
translator had to guess at the meaning of a Hebrew word. See Staffan Olofsson, Trans/ation 
Technique. 
148 Two occurrences of yiyOVTWV that have no equivalent in the Hebrew, 2 Sam 21.11 and 1 
Chr 14.13. 
149 However, no correlation exists between the Greek terms used to translate the Hebrew. The 
term giant occurs only five times in the Pentateuch; Gen 6.4 (2 times), 14.5; Numbers 13.33: 
Deuteronomy 1.28. 
150 See 3 Macc 2.4; Bar 3.26; Sir 16.7: and Wis 14.6. 
151 The passage refers to the "sons of the Titans" and "towering giants" who were unable to 
slay' OAo¢epVllS", the captain of the army of Nebuchadnezzar. 
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rephaim is simply transliterated po¢o',v; all of the occurrences refer to the 
"valley of the Rephaim."152 The same phrase is also translated in 2 Samuel 
5.18,22 as TITovwv. On three occasions, Psalm (MT) 88.11 (87.10), Isaiah 
26.14, and 2 Chronicles 16.12, rephaim is translated as IOTpol physicians. IS} 
There are also four occurrences in which rephaim is translated as YI YOVTC.uV in 
the LXX (cf. "spirits of the dead" in NASV). A final occurrence, which does 
not follow the preceding pattern of meanings of the Hebrew term, is found in 
Isaiah 26.19 in which rephaim is translated as o:aE~wv, the ungodly. The 
presence of these multiple references following the Flood narrative creates 
difficulty within the Watcher tradition and the survival of giants following the 
Flood. 154 However, there are several texts that attempt to explain the survival of 
the giants following the Flood that will be discussed below. 155 
The term i':J~ (or other forms) occurs 148 times in the Hebrew Bible. The 
term is used seven times in direct reference to the God of Israel being 
mighty. 156 In Jeremiah 26.21, i':J~ refers to the judges of Israel. The remaining 
occurrences in the biblical text refer to the gibborim as "men of war" or a 
similar phrase. Kraeling suggests that the gibborim were familiar characters in 
the history of Israel beginning in the court of David, therefore, establishing 
them as "mighty men." However, he argues that the term C '1ln~ suggests that 
these beings were from a "previous world age."157 Kraeling contends evidence 
for this is found in Ezekiel 32, which describes those who lie in Sheol as the 
"fallen" of an early age. 15S He also suggests that these "warriors" are described 
in Ezekiel 26.19 as tJ ,,!) tJ!) upon whom God brought the primeval deep, 
perhaps an allusion to the Flood. Drawing on Ezekiel 26.19, Kraeling 
identifies the C['i1 "['j~ tJ ,,!)rJ i[,~ tJ"i:J~i1 as the race of warriors who lived 
152 See 2 Sam 23.13; Deut 3.11,13; Josh 15.8; 18.16 (reads E~EKpO¢O'lv); and Gen 15.20. 
153 See also Gen 50.2 in which rephaim is translated as EVTo¢IooTol(ois-) (2) and is read in the 
English as physicians. 
154 I Enoch 10.2; Jubilees 5. 
155 Book of Giants; Epic of Gilgamesh; Pseudo-Eupolemus frag. 2, Eusebius, Praeparatio 
Evangelica 9.18.2 in Carl R. Holladay, Fragments from Hellenistic Jewish Authors (Chico, 
CA.: Scholars Press, 1983), 177. See Stuckenbruck, "Giant Mythology"; John C. Reeves, 
"Utnapishtim in the Book of Giants," JBL 112 (1993): 110-15; and Ronald V. Huggins, 
"Noah and the Giants: A Response to John C. Reeves," JBL 114 (1995): 103-10. 
156 See Isa 10.21; 42.13; Jer 32.18; Zeph 3.17; Ps 45.3; Neh 9.32; and Deut 10.17. 
157 Eth. D.T. describes them as "who were from the creation of the world" ('~la '~mfethrata 
'alam). 
158 Hendel argu~s that the nephilim are the beings that are discussed in Ezek 32.27. 
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prior to the Flood. 159 He suggests that evidence of their existence is found in 
Genesis 6.11, "And the earth was corrupt in the sight of God, and the earth was 
filled with violence."16o This would suggest that these beings were the subject 
of God's remorse in Genesis 6.5-6 and would therefore identify them as 
human. Their identity as offspring of bene elohim does not seem to allow this 
if the consensus opinion that the bene elohim are heavenly beings is 
accepted. 161 
The O'pJl' 'J::J is perhaps the most intriguing designation. It refers to the 
"giants" of the Hebrew Bible. The term occurs only six times, four of which 
are transliterated into Greek, while the others are translated by two forms of 
y'\ya 5 (Deut 1.28 - ytyavTwv and Num 13.33 - ytyavT(5). These people are 
described as individuals of great stature who were in the land of Canaan prior 
to the people of Israel coming out of the wilderness. As mentioned above, the 
"sons of Anak" are described as "giants" in Deuteronomy 1.28. Two other 
references in Deuteronomy, 2.10-11 and 2.20-21, make note of the Anakim 
alongside other peoples who are described as being gigantic in stature. 
Deuteronomy 2.10-11 states, "The Emim lived there [Ar] formerly, a people 
as great, numerous, and tall as the Anakim. Like the Anakim, they are also 
regarded as Rephaim, but the Moabites call them Emim."162 It should be noted 
that neither Rephaim nor Anakim are translated in the Greek (LXX) or English 
versions of Deuteronomy 2.10-11 as giants despite the occurrences in other 
passages (Deut 1.28 and Num 13.33). The second passage in Deuteronomy, 
2.20-21, states: 
It is also regarded as the land of the Rephaim, for Rephaim formerly lived in it, but the 
Ammonites call them Zamzummin, a people as great, numerous, and tall as the Anakim, but 
159 Kraeling, "Significance," 196. 
160 Aquila's usual literal translation may help define the gibborim. He translates gibborim with 
the Greek OUVQTOI, the powerful ones, which could be synonymous with the idea of men of 
war. 
161 Although it is possible that these beings could appear physically to be human, their 
spiritual make-up would probably be distinct from humanity. 
162 The name Emim is found in Job 20.25. The LXX renders it 4>o~oi while the NASV 
translates it "terrors." This perhaps has some relation to their reputation amongst the nations. 
One other reference to Emim is found in Jer 50.38. In this passage, it is used in reference to 
the fearful idols in the land of Babylon. See also the discussion of the origin of these names in 
Bereshith Rabbah 26.7 in Midrash Rabbah. 217-18. 
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the Lord destroyed them before them [the Ammonites]. And they [the Ammonites] 
dispossessed them and settled in their place. 163 
Zamzummin (babblers in Aramaic )164 is also referred to in Genesis 14.5 along 
with Emim and Rephaim as the three nations defeated by Chedorlaomer. 165 
Numbers 13.33 perhaps provides the closest parallel to the giants of the 
Watcher tradition after the Flood. 166 The Israelite spies describe the inhabitants 
of the land of Canaan as the nephilim, the sons of Anak. 167 The LXX of 
Numbers 13.33 translates the nephilim as YI yexVTex5, the same translation 
found in Genesis 6.4. This is our only indication in the biblical text as to the 
origin of the sons of Anak. The connection is a very thin thread but one may 
consider that a descendent of the giants of the Watcher tradition somehow 
survived the Flood and lived in the land of Canaan. 168 Loren Stuckenbruck 
argues that the biblical text could be manipulated in a manner that suggests 
these giants could have survived the Flood. 169 However, their continued 
existence was accomplished in a manner not divulged in the narrative. Their 
survival is perhaps made possible in Genesis 10.8-12 by the relationship of 
Nimrod to Noah. 170 This connection is also made in Pseudo-Eupolemus in 
Eusebius' Praeparatio Evangelica 9.17.2-9 where he states, "the Assyrian city 
of Babylon was first founded by those who escaped the Flood. They were 
163 Brackets are mine. 
164 See BDB, p. 273b. 
165 This passage is attested to in 1 QapGen ar XXI lines 28-29. 
166 Another biblical reference to giants is found in 1 Chr 21.1. It is possible there is an 
allusion in this passage to the Watcher tradition found in Jubilees 10.8. The passage reads 
~~itV~-~I' l~tV 'rJI'~1. What is interesting about this verse is that it follows immediately after 
the story of the defeat of the descendents of the Rephaim (giants, LXX) in chapter 20.4-8. 
Satan leads David to sin by conducting a census of Israel that was an abomination to the Lord. 
For this sin, David must face an angel of destruction who is controlled by God. He then uses a 
man, Gad his seer, to intercede to the Lord for him (21.13). It is interesting to note the 
multiple references (21.15, 16, 18, 20, 27, 30) to angelic beings in chapter 21, which may 
support the contention that there is an allusion ( or echo) in 2l. 1 to the Watcher tradition and 
in particular to Jubilees and the tradition of Mastema. 
167 This is possibly a gloss by which the editor was trying to equate the nephilim of v. 33 to 
the Anakim in 13.28. See West, East Face, 117, n.65. 
168 See b. Niddah 61 a and Tg. Pseudo-Jonathan to Deut 2.2 and 3.11; Tg. Onqelos to Deut 
2.10-11. Many scholars insist that the giants of Gen 6.4 are the people involved in the 
building of the Tower of Babel. This of course presupposes the survival of the giants 
following the Flood. 
16'1 Stuckenbruck, "Origins." 
170 Gen 10.6-8. This possibility necessitates that Noah be a giant. See J Enoch 106; Philo Gig. 
63-66 and Josephus Ant. 1.114. 
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giants, and they built the tower well known in history."171 If this is not a 
possibility, how then can we account for the existence of the nephilim on the 
earth prior to the Watchers' descent to the earth, or for the existence of giants 
after the Flood? 
The Targumim have little to offer in their interpretation of C"i::lJ. All three 
translate the term with a similar Aramaic form, ~"i::l"J in Onkelos and ri::lJ 
in Neofiti and Pseudo-Jonathan. The secondary description of the offspring 
varies slightly between the three Targum; Onkelos reads ~o ',t1"Oi ~"i::l" J 
~OtDi rtDj~, "mighty onesl72 of old, men of name"; Neofiti reads ~"i::l"J 
1i10tD::l rtDi!)O ri::l"J ~O'.o "'itD 10 "i, "mighty ones173 that were from the 
beginning of the world, mighty ones of distinguished names"; Nfmg reads 
1i10tD::l rtDi~O ri::l"J ~o'.o no," 10 n"~i ~"i::l"J, "mighty ones174 that were 
from the day of the world, mighty ones of distinguished names"; 175 Pseudo-
Jonathan reads 1i10tD "tDj"~ ~O',t10i ri::l"J r"ipnO 1,j"i1', "and they were 
called mighty ones 176 of old, men of name." 
It has been proposed that the gibborim are the Greek "heroes." If this view 
is accepted then it is necessary to question why the translators did not choose 
to use the Greek term llPUlES" for heroes rather than ylyavTES". In the Hesiod 
tradition, the llPUlES" were the fourth age of men who fought and fell at Thebes 
and Troy. The later Pindar tradition (fifth c. B.C.E.) described them as a race 
of beings called demigods (Ti~leEOI) who were born of one divine parent (e.g. 
Herakles).177 M. L. West suggests this is also found in the Israelite tradition, 
Judges 3.31 and 5.6. He argues that Shamgar, who is deemed a hero of Israel, 
is the semi-divine son of the Canaanite goddess Anath. 178 In the later period, 
the llPUlES" were considered inferior local deities under whose name a city or 
region was founded and would be worshipped. This is perhaps the connection 
171 See also the possibility of Abraham tracing his lineage to the giants in Praeparatio 
Evangelica 9.18.2. 
172 Grossfeld translates "mighty ones." 
173 McNamara translates "giants" in both cases. 
174 McNamara translates "warriors." 
175 See McNamara, Targum Neojiti, 72. This translation perhaps indicates these beings existed 
from the day of creation. 
176 Maher translates "heroes." 
177 West, East Face, 117. See also the Babylonian tradition which describes, in the case of 
Gilgamesh, a make-up of two thirds divine and one third human; Gilgamesh I ii I, IX ii 16. 
171 Ibid., 117, n.67 and Attridge, Philo Byblos, 83, n.S7. 
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to the "men of renown" in Genesis 6.4. But, again, if this is the case, why did 
the translators not use the term DPc.usS rather than ytyavTss? If however, verse 
4 is understood in the context of the Enochic material (i.e. if the translators of 
LXX know the Enochic tradition), an unambiguous connection can be made to 
the ytyaS of the Hesiod tradition that were born from a union of heaven and 
earth and presumably destroyed for their rebellion. The death of the giants of 
the Hesiod myth is reflected by the infighting of the giants and the Flood in the 
Enoch tradition. 
The giants are the dominant figures of the Greek tradition of Genesis 6.4, 
but they are portrayed in a relatively neutral light in the passage. However, this 
term brings to mind many parallels from the Greek myths. Some of these 
myths reflect a negative portrayal of these characters and perhaps have 
interacted with the Israelite traditions and helped to create the negative 
portrayal found in the 1 Enoch tradition of Genesis 6.1-4. It also appears that 
the LXX tradition has directed other interpreters to equate the gibborim and 
the nephilim, but as has been demonstrated, it is possible that these are two 
distinct groups of beings. It may be more plausible to suggest that the nephilim 
are more closely related to the bene elohim in class of being (i.e. a type of 
angel), but still a distinct group. Other early Jewish sources have also 
portrayed the nephilim and the gibborim in a relatively neutral sense. 179 The 
179 The exception to this, of course, is the Enochic material. This tradition, along with Pseudo-
Philo, fails to mention the nephilim. With this important character missing from these 
narratives, it is perhaps possible to question whether the entire verse 4a is a gloss of the 
author or editor of Gen 6.1-4. This would presuppose that the Enoch tradition predates the 
extant Gen 6.1-4 text, which of course is impossible to prove with the extant sources. A 
possible interpretation for the nephilim is found in J Enoch 7.2 and Jubilees 7.21-22. It 
should be noted there is a Greek recension of J Enoch 7.2 (see Greek'ync 7.1-2) that identifies 
the nephilim as one of three different offspring from the union of the Watchers and the 
women. This is unattested in the Aramaic fragments and Milik's reconstruction does not 
include this variant. The texts of Greekpan and the Ethiopic have shorter versions that do not 
include the names of the three offspring, but refer to only the "great giants. It The much longer 
Greek'ync version of 7.1 c-2 identifies three types of giants - "and there were born to them 
three offspring; the first were great giants and the giants gave birth to Napheleim, and the 
Napheleim gave birth to the Elioud." A similar description to these beings is found in Jubilees 
7 .22 - "And they begat sons the Naphidim, and they were all unlike [Charles argues the text is 
corrupt here], and they devoured one another; and the giants slew the Naphil, and the Naphil 
slew the Eljo, and the Eljo mankind, and one man another," see Charles, Boole of Jubilees, 68. 
Milik suggests that Syncellus or his predecessors, Annianus and Panodorus, perhaps adopted 
the motif of three offspring from Jubilees 7.22 or the Boole of Giants; see Milik, Booles of 
Enoch, 240. This pattern could have originated very easily within Gen 6.4. However, the text 
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Targumim, in particular, have been especially passive in their interpretation of 
verse 4, which perhaps demonstrates the difficulty that these authors were 
having with the text in relation to their individual doctrine of angels. 
3.3 Conclusion 
The discussion of the interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4 has revealed a relatively 
neutral, or in some cases, a negative role of the characters presented in the 
passage in early Jewish literature. There is no convincing evidence in the 
biblical text itself that the actions of the bene elohim are inappropriate; nor can 
we find any evidence in the Flood narrative that follows that they are punished. 
One might observe in verse 3 a negative report on the actions of humanity, but 
we have determined this is not necessarily the case. The passage as it stands is 
of Jubilees 7.22 describes the creatures as three types of one category, which does not appear 
to be the case in Gen 6.4. The Syncellus text follows a similar pattern; all three of the 
creatures are giants. A close parallel can be found with the offspring in Gen 6.4 and those 
listed in Greek1ync - va4>llAEIjJ = C",!)); YlyavTES' = ~"i~); 'EAlou6 = (On,) "'''' (see 
discussion in Black, Book of Enoch, 126). Animal Apocalypse is also thought to be describing 
three categories of offspring in 1 Enoch 86.4 - "And they all became pregnant and bore 
elephants and camels and asses" and also 88.2 - "And one of them drew his sword and gave it 
to those elephants and camels and asses, and they began to strike one another." The first of 
these two verses, 86.4, appears to parallel the subdued Greek1ync 7.1-2 version, while Jubilees 
seems to have incorporated the violent nature of these creatures at their initial introduction. 
The support of Animal Apocalypse and Jubilees give credibility to the longer Syncellus 
recension, thus introducing the possibility of more than one Aramaic recension that is non-
extant from Qumran. Cf. also 4Q203 8.7-8, Stuckenbruck reconstructs line 8 as "those [giants 
and their] son[s ... ," suggesting the giants had offspring, see Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants, 
87-90. If one allows for the reading of the Greek'ync 7.2 text, then a place must be made for 
the fornication of the giants with women. If this is not the case, then it must be understood to 
mean that male and female giants existed that procreated and produced offspring. This raises 
some interesting anthropological questions about the dissemination of this line of being in 
creation. Are the giants described in the Hebrew Bible the offspring of these relationships? 
And if so how did they manage to survive the flood? If this is not the case, then where do 
these giants of the biblical text come from? Moreover, there is no evidence in the 4QEn 
fragments, or in the Ethiopic witnesses, which would support this reading. However, there is a 
reference in Jubilees 7.21-22, which follows a line similar to that of J Enoch 86.4. Three 
similar categories of offspring that were born to the Watchers are described in this passage, 
Naphidim, Naphil, and the Elyo. It is also a possibility, as Westermann has suggested, that the 
nephilim of Oen 6.4a and those mentioned in Num 13.33 are not necessarily related, i.e. they 
are not the same beings; see Westermann, Genesis, 378. It is possible that the later 
designation of nephilim was used only to describe an exceptionally tall race of people, as were 
known from the Oen 6 narrative. 
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open to various interpretations because of its ambiguity. As a result, various 
interpretations of the passage can be proposed if one reads it alongside the 
myths that are perhaps alluded to within the narrative. By finding echoes of the 
Greek, Near Eastern, and Israelite myths in the story, one is in a better position 
to read the passage in a negative light. This type of reading allows for the 
characters of the narrative to be seen as destructive, thus allowing for the 
interpretation found in 1 Enoch to be more plausible. 
The exegesis of Genesis 6.1-4 by the authors of the Targumim perhaps 
represents a potential understanding of the Hebrew text in the 2TP. Targum 
Pseudo-Jonathan, in particular, offers an unambiguous interpretation of the 
nephilim in its translation that correlates them to the Watchers found in 1 
Enoch and Jubilees, and therefore allows for an interpretation of the passage in 
a negative context. Josephus follows a similar interpretation in Antiquities 1.72 
in which he appears to understand the passage to contain a negative view both 
of humanity and of the sons of God because of their consorting with women. 
Such writings as the Atrahasis myth, the Epic of Gilgamesh, and the story 
of the Trojan War may have played a role in an earlier and possibly much 
larger oral (or written) tradition of the story of the sons of God and their 
relationship with humans. If such background is accepted, then it is plausible 
to recognize that the author of Genesis 6.1-4, by his choice of vocabulary, was 
alluding to these various myths within the text and was indeed presenting an 
introduction to the Flood narrative that could relate a negative role for the 
characters involved. 
Each verse of Genesis 6.1-4 contains difficult terms that contribute to the 
openness of the passage to various interpretations. Problematic in verse 1 is the 
Hebrew term 'ni1. This word has been primarily translated as "began" as in "it 
came about when humanity began to multiply," but there are instances in other 
literature which allow the possibility for it to be translated as "polluted" or 
"rebellious" as in the "polluted or rebellious part" of humanity. ISO This 
particular interpretation would allow for the beginning of a negative reading of 
ISO See e.g. Ber. 1 c; Exod Rab. S. 43 - in reference "to break ~ vow" or "to profane"; Delli 
Rab. S. 2 - to profane; Avol 3.11 - those who profane sacred thIDgs; and Targum Onke/os on 
Leviticus 21.7 - to profane. The majority of use in the biblical text is in relation to being 
polluted or defiled. 
--
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interpretations of the passage can be proposed if one reads it alongside the 
myths that are perhaps alluded to within the narrative. By finding echoes of the 
Greek, Near Eastern, and Israelite myths in the story, one is in a better position 
to read the passage in a negative light. This type of reading allows for the 
characters of the narrative to be seen as destructive, thus allowing for the 
interpretation found in 1 Enoch to be more plausible. 
The exegesis of Genesis 6.1-4 by the authors of the Targumim perhaps 
represents a potential understanding of the Hebrew text in the 2TP. Targum 
Pseudo-Jonathan, in particular, offers an unambiguous interpretation of the 
nephilim in its translation that correlates them to the Watchers found in 1 
Enoch and Jubilees, and therefore allows for an interpretation of the passage in 
a negative context. Josephus follows a similar interpretation in Antiquities I. 72 
in which he appears to understand the passage to contain a negative view both 
of humanity and of the sons of God because of their consorting with women. 
Such writings as the Atrahasis myth, the Epic of Gilgamesh, and the story 
of the Trojan War may have played a role in an earlier and possibly much 
larger oral (or written) tradition of the story of the sons of God and their 
relationship with humans. If such background is accepted, then it is plausible 
to recognize that the author of Genesis 6.1-4, by his choice of vocabulary, was 
alluding to these various myths within the text and was indeed presenting an 
introduction to the Flood narrative that could relate a negative role for the 
characters involved. 
Each verse of Genesis 6.1-4 contains difficult terms that contribute to the 
openness of the passage to various interpretations. Problematic in verse 1 is the 
Hebrew term ~ni1. This word has been primarily translated as "began" as in "it 
came about when humanity began to multiply," but there are instances in other 
literature which allow the possibility for it to be translated as "polluted" or 
"rebellious" as in the "polluted or rebellious part" of humanity. ISO This 
particular interpretation would allow for the beginning of a negative reading of 
180 See e.g. Ber. I c: Exod Rab. S. 43 - in refercnce "to break a \'ow" or "to profanc"; DeUl 
Rab. S. 2 - to profane; Am! 3.11 - those who profane sacred things; and Targum O"kdos on 
Leviticus 21.7 - to profane. The majority of use in the biblical text is in relation to being 
polluted or defiled. 
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the text. 181 The multiplication of humanity in the Atrahasis myth may also have 
resulted in a negative interpretation of the passage. 
Verse 2 contains the most problematic of the expressions. The phrase 
u"~ ,~~ "J::J has been translated primarily as sons of God (lit. the gods). 
Identifying the bene elohim in the story is a key to finding a plausible 
interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4. We have learned that the primary 
understanding of the term bene elohim during the third century B.C.E. through 
the early first century C.E. (and perhaps beyond) was that they were angels. 
This view is re-enforced by the LXX, 1 Enoch, Jubilees, Daniel, Philo of 
Alexandria, Josephus, Targum Pseudo-Jonathan, Targum Njmg, and Eusebius. 
Two other interpretations have also been expressed in the early rabbinic and 
Christian writings; the bene elohim were understood as minor deities or god-
like men (sons of nobles or judges). It is apparent in the posturing of later 
traditions that this term created great difficulty for the authors of post-biblical 
Judaism. Thus, one finds it difficult to categorize this verse as contributing to a 
negative or positive interpretation of the passage unless one considers some 
kind of rebellion by the bene elohim. 
Verse 3 gives the best possible opportunity to interpret the passage as 
having a negative role in the Flood narrative. However, the positioning of the 
verse between verses 1-2 and 4 gives the impression that it was done by a later 
redactor, as if to say to the reader: "Perhaps you do not know this story, but 
this is why the Flood occurred." The terms 1""-~' and u~iV::J have created the 
greatest difficulties to translate or interpret the verse for early Jewish authors 
and they continue to produce the same difficulties for scholars today. The 
statement by God in verse 3, "My spirit shall not remain in humanity forever," 
is perhaps the only indication in the passage that the author was alluding to 
some kind of negative depiction of the events. The apparent conflict between 
the "spirit of God" and "beings of flesh," give the strongest indication that the 
author was using Genesis 6.1-4 as an introduction to the Flood narrative that 
follows. Humanity and its fleshly nature have created problems in the cosmos 
and God must deal with them. The result is either a 120-year period in which 
humans can repent, or a decrease in the lifespan of humanity. 
181 This reading possibly contributed to the interpretation of the "sons of Seth" and the "sons 
of Cain" in the beginning of the Common Era. 
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Verse 4 has its own particularly complex contextual and linguistic 
difficulties. Beginning with r'~~ '~jj c~ ~~:;-; and continuing to the 
mentioning of CiDii 'IiDJ~ C ~un~ 'iD~ C~,:;;-;, this verse presents the greatest 
opportunity for openness to interpretation. Adding to this difficulty is the 
interpretation of the verse by the translators of the LXX. The Greek translation 
creates the possibility of interpreting the passage in light of Greek literature 
such as Hesiod and Homer. From this literature, one can draw on all categories 
of interpretation for the roles of the characters, negative, positive, and neutral. 
By way of the rebellious "sons of the gods" in Hesiod, one can interpret the 
verse negatively. The Hebrew translation, "the gibborim who are from old, 
men of name" reminds one of the Greek heroes, which would most often 
depict a positive character. However, alongside the Greek literature, the LXX 
translator's use of the term YIYCXVTE5 for the Hebrew nephilim and gibborim 
reveals the passage's closest connection to the Watcher tradition in early 
Jewish literature. Within this tradition, the passage no doubt takes on a 
negative interpretation. 
What, if anything, can be drawn from the textual study of the problematic 
Greek and Hebrew terms found in the passage and their use in other biblical 
texts is difficult to deduce. We have discovered that the bene elohim of 
Genesis 6, although at times cloaked in different terminology, are found in 
other biblical passages, in particular the Psalms and Prophets. These texts have 
helped to identify the role of the bene elohim in post-exilic Israel (assuming 
the Psalms are post-exilic) as angels or minor deities. It may be suggested that 
the Greek translators of the Hebrew Bible had difficulty in understanding some 
of the Hebrew terminology (e.g. nephilim and gibborim) in the text and 
therefore translated the terms imprecisely, thus enhancing the ambiguity of the 
passage. Another possibility is that modern scholars have misunderstood what 
the Greek translators meant by their use of the term Y'l YCXVTE5. It appears that 
more work needs to be done in order to discover the use of this term in the 
Greek literature prior to the translation of the LXX.'82 
Through this discussion of the biblical tradition of Genesis 6.1-4, we can 
offer a possible translation(s) of the passage based upon various early Israelite, 
182 Perhaps through this study more can be learned of the relationship of the nephilim in Gcn 
6.4 and Num 13.33. 
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Near Eastern and Hellenistic traditions that may have influenced early Jewish 
authors. 
3.3.1 Verse 6.1 
And it came about that humanity began to multiply upon the face of the earth 
and daughters were born to them. 
The textual evidence is strongest for this reading, which is supported in the 
LXX, Philo of Alexandria, and Pseudo-Philo. The problematic ~n~ does 
provide other possibilities that are testified to in later Jewish and Christian 
writings. Midrash Rabbah interprets the word as rebelled which would result 
in the following reading, "And it came about that the rebellious part of 
humanity multiplied upon the face of the earth." Another possibility of 
interpretation is found in other biblical passages (see above) that translate the 
verb as profaned or polluted. This would support the following reading, "And 
it came about that the polluted part of humanity multiplied upon the face of the 
earth" (see also Sib. Or. l.75-80). Either of these two readings would give 
credence to the idea of humanity being divided into two distinct camps, the 
righteous, and the ungodly. The Atrahasis myth could have played a role in the 
author's mentioning of the multiplication of humanity. If this is considered, 
then one can read this verse from a negative perspective. 
3.3.2 Verse 6.2 
i1:li1 n:J~ '!:J t:li~i1 n':l:J-n~ C"i1 ~~i1-":: ,~''!' 
"n: ,t::~ ~:J~ C"t::J C~ ~ ,np'" 
And the angels saw that the daughters of humanity were good to behold, alld 
they tookfor themselves women from whomever they chose. 
The interpretation of t:l'!~ ~~~ '!J: as angels is widely supported in the LXX, 
Philo, and Josephus. There is support in Hesiod and some Near Eastern (e.g. 
Atrahasis myth) for a reading of minor deities. The main argument against 
identifying the C"i1 ~~i1 "~: as some kind of supernatural being comes from 
the Targumim. These interpreters refused to identify them as angels but chose 
.p. 
~" , , 
r 
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rather to call them sons of the great ones or judges, although, as discussed 
above, this may be purposely-ambiguous language. It seems that the likely 
interpretation should be some kind of supernatural being, either angels or 
minor gods. In light of this interpretation, verse 2 should be read from a 
relatively neutral point of view. 
3.3.3 Verse 6.3 
CJO: C~l'~ C"~~ ~n'1i i'''~-~~ ~,~~ "i~~~'1 
i1:liV C~it.1l" i1~rJ '~(J~ '~i1' it;: ~';i 
And God said: "My spirit shall not remain in humanity forever in that it also 
[humanity] is flesh, and the days in which it [humanity] will have to repent 
will be 120 years. " 
The Targumim offer the most significant difference in their interpretation of 
verse 3. These authors translated 1'''~-~ ~ as "my spirit shall not judge or 
strive in these men forever because they are flesh." It is important to note the 
addition of "these" also, which, some have argued, points to the offspring of 
the relations between the angels and women. This reading has some minor 
manuscript support in the variants of the LXX. The Targumim have also 
directed the alleged judgment of verse 3 towards the generation of the Flood. 
The Targumim, along with other rabbinic writings, and the Atrahasis myth, 
interpret the 120 years to mean a period in which humanity will have the 
opportunity to repent. One possibility is that the 120 years will be the prime 
length of life for humans, but more probable, it is a period given for 
repentance. If one understands the 120-year period to mean a time of 
repentance, then the verse is declaring clearly that the condition of humanity is 
corrupt. Without this interpretation of the 120 years, the verse should be 
understood as a relatively neutral statement despite its mildly judgmental tone. 
3.3.4 Verse 6.4 
1 """1-~in'" C~' C-- C~""~'" "-\jo- 1~- C~ ~:"I"-...J ~~.4 I II I I"'; - r I ~~ _ I I , _.II C"~i1 n':l:-~~ C"i1~~~ ~:l~ '1~:" i~'~ 
COi1 ~~'J~ C ~'l'rJ i~'~ C~i:;;i ~~~ Ci1 ~ (1.,,, ~'~1) 1., ~~", 
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The Fallen Ones were on the earth in those days, and also after, lrhen the 
angels went into the daughters of humanity. And there were born to them [the 
angels and women} the mighty men who were from the days of old, men of 
renown. 
Despite the Septuagint's identification of the nephilim as giants, there is no 
further support for this interpretation. The Hebrew author's choice of two 
different expressions seems to indicate that these represent two different 
groups of beings. Targum Onkelos and Neofiti seem to follow the 
interpretation of the LXX by translating nephilim with ~'11:~;, the same word 
that identifies the offspring of the union. Only Targum Pseudo-Jonathan 
attempts to identify clearly the nephilim. The author interprets nephilim with 
the names of the two leading angels of the Watcher tradition Shemihazai and 
Azael. It seems that what we have in this verse is the identification of two 
distinct groups of angels, possibly the Watchers as the bene elohim and Satan 
(or Mastema) as the leader of the nephilim. I am tempted to omit what I read as 
a gloss in the verse "and also after" in order to make clearer the distinction 
between the nephilim and the gibborim, but the lack of textual support does not 
permit it. The biblical evidence for identifying the gibborim seems to point to 
beings that were mighty warriors. They are identified in the Greek literature as 
heroes who were half mortal and half divine. A great deal of ambiguity exists 
in the choice of the word YlyavTE5 by the translator of the LXX, which seems 
to reveal a difficulty in understanding the Hebrew text. Verse 4, on the surface, 
cannot be interpreted as stating the existence of any sinful act in the passage. It 
appears to carry a relatively positive outlook based on the inclusion of the 
gibborim. These figures were heroes in the history of Israel and rarely were 
seen in a negative light. 
3.3.5 Summary 
The above translation represents the ambiguity of the Hebrew text of Genesis 
6.1-4. It is no surprise that the ancient translators and interpreters had 
difficulty coming to terms with the passage. This can also be said of the 
modem scholars who continue to try to interpret the passage. If one relics 
solely on the text of the passage, then there is little indication that the cn~nts 
depicted in the narrativc resulted in the judgment of the Flood. Howevcr. by 
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adopting myths, whether they are Israelite or foreign, as a means of 
interpreting the passage, then there are suggestions within all four verses, 
which indicate that the author was relating the reason for the Flood. Based 
upon the apparent negative interpretations that appear in early Jewish writings, 
it appears that this understanding is the more likely scenario. The Book of 
Watchers clearly follows this scenario in its story of the origin of evil spirits. 
In what follows, I will attempt to uncover how the author of B 11' used the 
biblical traditions discussed above to present his interpretation of Genesis 6.1-
4 in light of the emerging demonology and anthropology of 2TP Judaism. 
Chapter 4 
Reception of the "Sons of God" in 
the Book of Watchers 
4.1 Introduction 
In the previous chapter I presented various interpretations of Genesis 6.1-4 
(i.e. LXX, 2TP writings, and Rabbinic material) in light of the biblical and 
non-biblical traditions that may lie behind the passage. In this chapter, I will 
discuss the reception of the Genesis text in B W, asking how the author drew 
upon it to develop his explanation for the emergence of evil spirits. It is 
difficult to determine the exact form of the Genesis text which the author of 
BW would have been reading, but there is no indication from textual evidence 
(Aramaic, Greek, and Ethiopic BW, or LXX) that the author used a text 
differing in any significant way from the Masoretic tradition. It is in fact a 
more risky assumption, based on the evidence presented in chapter 3, to 
attempt the reconstruction of a different text that is purported to have served as 
a basis for the author's interpretation. Indeed any attempt to construct such a 
text would be unnecessarily hypothetical, and perhaps misleading. 
In what follows, I will illustrate how the author of BW adapted the main 
characters of Genesis 6.1-4, the bene elohim, into his story of the "sons of 
heaven" and the daughters of humanity. I will discuss the various sources (e.g. 
biblical tradition and Greek myths) and the characters found in these sources 
from which he may have drawn the two primary traditions found in B W, the 
Asa 'el and Shemihazah traditions. Each of these characters, in and of itself, 
may not necessarily represent a negative image within its own story, but within 
the context of rebellion in BW, their roles in the story are depicted in a 
villainous manner. 
I will first provide a general introduction to the bene elohim that will 
prepare the reader for the two sections that follow in which I will discuss the 
two main rebellious angels, Asa'el and Shemihazah. The discussion of Asa'cl 
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will centre on his role in the Instruction tradition and his possible role in the 
Day of Atonement motif found in Leviticus 16. The discussion of the angel 
Shemihazah will focus on his role as the leader of the Watcher angels and also 
his role in the Instruction tradition. Within the multi-layered tradition of BW, 
the Asa'el and the Shemihazah material can be characterized in an iniquitous 
manner. Several theories have been offered about why the author has adapted 
these two traditions into his story. I will endeavour to identify and critique the 
sources proposed for the two traditions in an effort to determine why the 
author composed B W. 
4.2 Tradition of the Bene Elohim 
The interpretation of the bene elohim from Genesis 6 within B W (although the 
"bene elohim" are not expressly mentioned») is of primary concern if one is to 
understand the possible multiple messages of the author. The previous chapter, 
in which the possible background of these angels within the biblical tradition is 
discussed, casts into the spotlight three possible interpretations: the bene 
elohim are: (I) angels (2) minor deities or (3) god-like men. Of these three 
categories, the most plausible interpretation of the biblical text is that these 
beings belonged somewhere within the hierarchy of the angels. This 
understanding of the bene elohim is, as we have seen, strengthened by the 
interpretation found in the Watcher tradition and various other 2TP writings.2 
The author of BW however, sought to clarify which group of angels the 
Genesis 6 narrative refers to. 
Genesis 6.2 describes how the bene elohim saw the "daughters of humanity" 
and decided that each would take for himself a woman. As one approaches this 
verse, there are certain aspects of the passage that were not discussed in the 
previous chapter, which add to the complexity of interpretation; the Genesis 
passage does not mention the location of the bene elohim. The exclusion of 
this key point by the author or redactor of the Genesis text is perhaps due to an 
1 The Ethiopic and Greekpan renderings read "angels, sons of heaven." Greek'ync reads oi 
eYPtlyopOI, the Watchers. Milik reconstructs M"OfD "J:l M"," SJ in 4QEnb 1 ii. 
2 See e.g. Jubilees 4.1S, 22; S.I; T. Reuben S.6, 7; 2 Baruch S6.11-14; Philo, Gig. 2.6f; 
and Josephus, Ant. 1.73 among others. See also 1 QH 11 iii 22 and Wis S.S as references to the 
sons of God. 
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assumption about the reader's knowledge of who these beings were in the 
biblical tradition. This omission is perhaps responsible, in part, for later 
interpretations of the verse (i.e. later traditions attempt to fill in this gap of 
knowledge) that describe the bene elohim as humans from the line of Seth. 1 
Enoch 6.2 elucidates the identity of these characters with a double description 
of which one part of the description, "sons of heaven," describes their dwelling 
place.3 This depiction appears to be an addition to the Genesis passage by the 
author or redactor of BW because of what follows in 1 Enoch 6.3-6. Here the 
Watcher account implies that these beings descended from heaven (1 Enoch 6) 
in order to take earthly women to beget children for themselves (1 Enoch 6.2c 
- "and let us beget for ourselves children"). With this description, the author is 
making clear from the beginning of the story that the action taken by the 
angels broke the Law of the Cosmos.4 This passage may contain an underlying 
assumption that is made clear in 1 Enoch 15: the angels have left the heavenly 
realm illegally, which would result in the destruction of humanity and their 
own eradication in the final judgment. S In the Animal Apocalypse, a story that 
allegorises 1 Enoch 6-16,6 the Watchers are likewise initially located in 
heaven. They are described as stars that fell from heaven for reasons that are 
left ambiguous in the story. They came down from heaven (or were thrown 
down from heaven) in order to have sexual relations with humans (l Enoch 
86.1,3). The description in the Animal Apocalypse confirms the idea that the 
3 "And the angels, the sons of heaven, saw and desired them." It is of course possible that 
the use of "heaven" by the author is an attempt to limit the use of the term "God" as a means 
of protecting the image of Yahweh and separating Him from any responsibility of evil in 
Early Judaism. VanderKam argues that this is the case in Jubilees (4.15). The author does not 
place the origin of the sin of the Watchers in heaven, but rather the evil, which has originated 
in heaven in BW, is given birth on earth, therefore keeping the origins of evil separated from 
the God of heaven, see James C. VanderKam, The Angel Story in the Book of Jubilees (STDJ 
31; Leiden: Brill, 1999), 155; see Levine, Aramaic Version of the Bible, 68. Michael Maher 
suggests that this is because of the rise to prominence of angels amongst esoteric groups; see 
Maher, Targum Pseudo-Jonathan, 37, n. 2. See further use of the term "sons of heaven" in 1 
Macc 3.5, 60; 4.10, 40; 9.46; 12.15; Mk 11.30; and Lk 15.18. The phrase is also used in 
Qumran documents for angels in general; see 1 QS IV.22; 1 QHa X1.22; 4Q 181 1.2; and 
1 QapGen ar V.3-4 (rorv "J~). ., 
4 The angels are also breaking the elemental law of creatlon that each species must 
reproduce after its own kind (see Gen 1.11-12,21,24-25). 
, Cf. Ps 82.6. 
6 See Tiller, Animal Apocalypse, 84. Tiller equates v. 89.1 of the Animal Apocalypse to 
10.1-3 of BW, which, in his opinion, equates the fallen stars of the Animal Apocalypse with 
the Watchers of B W. 
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rebellious characters in the Watcher tradition were understood as beings from 
the heavenly realm in some Jewish circles.7 
4.2.1 Bene Elohim as the Watchers 
The author of B W has expanded the concept of bene elohim as angels in 
Genesis 6 by describing them as Watchers. 8 The designation leaves the 
impression that they had at one point the task of "watching" or being vigilant 
(20.1).9 The Watchers are a class of angel that is compared with the archangels 
(12.3).10 They are the "Watchers from eternity" (14.1)11 whose place was in the 
"highest heaven, the holy and eternal one" (15.3). These angels once stood 
before the Great Lord and King of Eternity (14.23). They "do not sleep,"12 but 
7 Jubilees 5.1 describes the bene elohim of Genesis 6.2 as angels of God. R.H. Charles 
suggests this represents the LXX tradition that originated from an older Jewish interpretation, 
which, he argues, was rejected by later Jewish interpreters; see R.H. Charles, The Book of 
Jubilees or Little Genesis (London: SPCK, 1917), 56. See discussion in chapter 3 on 
interpreting verse 6.2. However, Jubilees does not refer to where these angels are located 
when they look upon the daughters of men (although the Jubilees tradition places the angels 
on the earth after they had been sent by God to teach humanity). Jubilees 10 reveals the 
author's use of the Enochic tradition which identifies these angels of God as the Watchers, the 
angelic fathers of the demonic spirits that are oppressing the sons of Noah. 
8 VanderKam (see VanderKam, "Genesis in 1 Enoch," 134) argues the author of BW is not 
merely equating the bene elohim (C"i1'~i1 "J:l) with angels; he suggests that what has been 
translated as "God" in Gen 5.21-24 - C"i1 '~i1 was understood by "ancient expositors" to 
mean "the angels." He states, "From this they developed their elaborate stories about Enoch's 
sojourns with the angels" (e.g. 1 Enoch 12-36). There are 366 occurrences of C"i1 '~i1 in the 
MT. Twenty-one occur in Genesis, including Gen 5.21-24. This passage can be read in the 
manner suggested by VanderKam, but the other nineteen occasions in Genesis require one to 
read C"i1'~i1 as God due to the context. VanderKam is likely correct in his assumption that 
the expositors were interpreting C"i1'~i1 as angels in this instance, but it appears that this 
interpretation should be limited to the passages within the pre-Flood narrative. 
9 See Robert Murray, "The Origin of Aramaic 'Ir, Angel," Orientalia 53 (1984) for 
discussion on the origins of "watcher." Murray argues that if the translators correctly defined 
Watcher as "one which is unsleeping" then it perhaps relates one characteristic of their nature 
rather than strictly a function (p. 304). Jubilees 5.16 has taken up the tradition that the 
Watchers were sent by God to the earth to watch over creation. See excursus on The Watchers 
and the Holy Ones in Nickelsburg, Commentary, 140-41. 
10 This comparison requires identifying the Watchers named in 1 Enoch 12.3 (the angels 
who are still in heaven and have been discussed in the previous verses, 10.1 f) as the 
archangels. Cf. 20.1 f "And these are the names of the holy angels who keep watch"; also 
82.10 which describes one of the tasks of the four archangels as those "who keep watch that 
they [stars] appear at their times," translation from Knibb, Ethiop;c Enoch, 106, 189. 
II Ibid., 95. 
12 This motif, in an ironic way, is picked up in relation to the giants in the Book o/Giants. 
See e.g. 4QS30 II 3-6; 4QS31 17.1, 10. Stuckenbruck argues that the dream visions that the 
giants had prevented them from any further sleep, see Stuckenbruck, Book 0/ Giants, 137, 
162-67. 
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"stand before your glory and bless and praise and exalt" (39.12; 61.12; 71.7).\3 
We can find further evidence for the meaning of this word if we consider the 
Greek translations of Daniel 4.10, 14, 20. 14 The Aramaic j" li (and rD"'P,)IS has 
been translated aYYEAos in the old Greek translations. 16 Theodotion has 
transcribed the term to produce ip KOI aYIOS ("watcher and holy one") Aquila 
and Symmachus have apparently connected the Aramaic j" SJ to the root j'li 
"to wake up." Both Aquila and Symmachus translated j" li with the term 
eYPtlyopoS - "the wakeful." This is the same term used in the extant Greek 
manuscripts of B W. 17 Similar phrasing to that found in Daniel is also found in 
two Qumran documents 4Q534 ii 18 and 1 QapGen ar ii 1. The text of 4Q534 
13 Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 127. 1 Enoch 71.7 appears to place the Watchers in the same 
class as the Seraphim, the Cherubim, and the Ophannim, which are described as ones who 
"keep watch over the throne of his glory" (ibid., 166). 
14 Cf. Black, Book of Enoch, 106. Black suggests the origins of the idea of watchers can be 
traced to Ezekiel 1 - the eyes of the Cherubim; or to Zechariah 4.10 - "the 'seven' who are 
'the eyes of the Lord. '" 
IS It is likely, as Murray suggests, that both of these terms denote angels. tv"iP is related to 
the Hebrew rv'iP, through which the connection can then be made to the heavenly court of 
watchers of Ps 89. Cf. also IQS 11.8 c'orv 'J::l c.u, C'tV'IiP, "holy ones and with the sons of 
heaven," this text appears to be describing the angelic court to which the righteous will 
become a part. 
16 The word aYYEAoS' can be used to describe either the nature of these beings (i.e. 
heavenly, immortal, holy, divine) or as their function in the divine realm (i.e. a messenger of 
God - the Hebrew term usually used for messenger is 1~ '0, which refers to a heavenly 
being, but can also refer to a human messenger, guardian [see Isa 62.6], or a member of the 
court of God). See BDB, 521. Both the nature and the function of aYYEAoS' can be understood 
in the biblical tradition that is behind the bene elohim. 
17 See 1 Enoch 6.2 (against aYYEAoS' by Syncellus; no Qumran Aramaic fragment, but 
Milik has reconstructed in 4QEnb 1 ii ~'orv 'J::l ~','.u - "Watchers, sons of heavens"); 10.7 
(no Aramaic frag) in which angels and watchers are paralleled (Syncellus reads eYPTlyop05 for 
aYYEAoS' in the first part of the verse); 10.9 (4QEnb 1 iv contains ~','.u), 10.15 (no Aramaic 
frag, but Milik has reconstructed ~','.u nm, - spirits of the Watchers); 12.4 (no Aramaic 
frag); 13.10 (no Aramaic frag); 14.1 (Milik has reconstructed ~','.u in 4QEnc 1 vi; 14.3 (no 
Aramaic frag); and 16.2 (no Aramaic frag). Knibb has translated Ethiopic 1 Enoch 6.2 "And 
the angels, the sons of heaven," while the remaining instances are read Watchers. Based on 
the fragment of 4QEnb 1 iv reading of ~','.u, it is plausible to state that the Watchers were 
understood as angels during the time of the writing of BW. The Watchers, ~',".u, are possibly 
found in related passages in CD 2.18; Jubilees 4.15, 22; T. Reuben 5.6-7; T. Naphtali 3.5; 
4Q 180 1.2; and 1 QapGen ar ii 16. Each of these passages describes the Fallen Angels of the 
Flood narrative. For a summary of the use of term, see Joseph A. Fitzmyer, The Genesis 
Apocryphon of Qumran Cave 1, (BibOr 18A; Rome: Biblical Institute Press, 1971), 80. The 
Greek translation of Dan 4.13, 17, 23 translates the term ~',".u as a general description for 
angels. See Charles, Book of Jubilees, 53. This phrase can also be reflected in the Enochic 
Book o/Parables - 39.12, 13; 40.2; 61.12; 71.7 - "those who do not sleep." 
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ii.18 reads [ ... jJ~i~;)' t:?1p.18 It is likely, though, that this is not referring to 
the evil watchers of 1 Enoch, 19 but rather to the group related to the 
archangels. The text of lQapGen ar ii I reads ~1 ~:~: ri:~:n ~~.,~: ~~ 
rJ~~~J~' ~[~Ji1 r~r1p 1~' ~n~~'ii r'~!' l~ ("so then I thought in my heart 
that the conception was from the Watchers or from the Holy Ones, or due to 
the nephilim"),2° which appears to be directly related to the Watchers of 1 
Enoch. This passage describes the birth of Noah, which his father feared was 
brought about by the fallen Watchers. 21 A final passage that helps identify the 
original plans and function of the Watchers is 1 Enoch 15.2. The task of the 
Watchers in 15.2 is clear: "You ought to petition on behalf of men, not men on 
behalf of you." The Watchers are intercessors according to this passage, a 
function that aligns them with the four archangels of 1 Enoch 9.1. One of the 
tasks of the "holy ones of heaven" (Michael, Gabriel, SurieL and Uriel) is 
alluded to in 9.3, "and now, to you 0 holy ones of heaven, the souls of men 
complain, saying: 'Bring our suit before the Most High."'22 
4.2.2 Bene Elohim as the Angels of the Nations 
A second understanding of bene elohim in the Enochic tradition may be 
derived from Deuteronomy 32.8. In general terms, as seen above, they are 
angels that possibly belong to a class of angels similar to the archangels. One 
characteristic of the Watchers that stands out is their autonomous attitude. 23 
For whatever reason, these angels have a distinct nature from other angels 
represented in the biblical tradition; accordingly, they seem to hold a specific 
place in the organization of the cosmos. It is possible that Deuteronomy 32 
describes their position prior to their fall In 1 Enoch, although, 
chronologically, this presents some difficulty. Some MSS of Deuteronomy 
18 Text is from Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants, 227. 
19 Ibid., 216. 
20 Text is from Fitzmyer, Genesis Apocryphon, 50. 
21 Cf. also 1 Enoch 106-107. 
22 Cf. 1 Q 19 II; Milik has suggested that this is a fragment from a work about Noah which 
may have been incorporated by 1 Enoch (possibly 106-07); see Milik, Books of Enoch, 59. 
See also discussion in Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants, 219-20. See also C. Brekelmans, "The 
Saints of the Most High and Their Kingdom," ors 14 (1965): 305-29 and L. Dequeker, "The 
'Saints of the Most High' in Qumran and Daniel," ors 18 (1973): 108-87, for a discussion of 
the "holy ones ofhea\'\~n." 
2J See Cassuto, Genesis, 292. See also Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 198. Hanson 
argues the Watchers are possibly a parallel to Hesiod's "minor deities" - viOl ovpavou. 
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32.8, which has its textual problems, describes the occasion when God divided 
the nations "according to the bene elim."24 The Septuagint translates the bene 
elim as ayysAol 8sou (also uiol 8so\1), paralleling them to the bene elohim of 
Genesis 6.2, 4. Deuteronomy 32.8, along with Psalms 29.1; 82.6; 89.7; LXX 
Job 2.1; LXX Daniel 3.92 (MT Dan 3.25), describes an assembly of gods 
under the leadership of Yahweh (Deut 32.9). Psalm 82, in particular, describes 
these angels, bene elim, as a divine council whose task it is to rule over the 
nations and dispense justice. The same task is given to the Watchers in 
Jubilees 4.15: "And he called his name Jared, for in his days the angels of the 
Lord descended on the earth,25 those who are named the Watchers, that they 
should instruct the children of men, and that they should do judgment and 
uprightness on the earth."26 It is possible through these texts to understand the 
Watchers in BW as the "angels of the nations," who, when they were upon the 
earth, saw the beauty of the daughters of men and desired them.27 
4.2.3 Bene Elohim as the Host of Heaven 
A third understanding of the bene elohim, which can be found in the Enochic 
tradition, is their association with the "host of heaven." Assuming that the 
Animal Apocalypse is drawing on B W, 1 Enoch 86.1 describes the angels of 
BWas stars. In its description of the descent of the bene elohim (Gen 6.2 = 1 
Enoch 6.2), the Animal Apocalypse makes less ambiguous the existence of the 
24 The MT reads '~'tV" "j:l, but has variants that correspond to the LXX and 4Q44 (on 
Deut 32.7-8), ,~ "j:l, O"'~ "j:l. 
25 Cf. 1 Enoch 6.6. 
26 Translation is from Charles, Jubilees, 53. Cf. Sir 17.17; Jubilees 48.9, 16-17. 
Stuckenbruck suggests that the "prince of the Mastema" is one of these "celestial rulers" who 
is at times acting autonomously, but in the context of Jubilees 48 one must assume that 
Mastema is the angel assigned over Egypt if he is to fit into the role of a celestial ruler, angel 
of the nations, but Jubilees 10 does not seem to identify him in this manner; see 
Stuckenbruck, "Angels of the Nations," 30. Mastema is the chief of the spirits that have come 
out of the giants following their death (although he is not a spirit of a giant). It is unclear 
whether the angels of the nations C" 'M "j:l continue their task after the Flood. It is possible 
that the spirits now under the authority of Mastema took up the work of these angels (see 
Jubilees 15.31). 
27 An interesting question in relation to this hypothesis is whether the angels took on 
human form while performing their task of watching over the nation. If so, this may prove an 
interesting connection to Philo of Alexandria's thought of those spirits who take on bodily 
form, but are unable to control the lusts of the flesh, cf. Cher. 13 and Gig. 12 (see chapter 7 
for discussion). Secondly, if this is the case, it may present the possibility of a demotion of 
the gods of other nations by the author; or perhaps more plausibly, it is an allusion to idolatry. 
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"two Watcher traditions" within B W. Tiller equates the first star that descends 
in 1 Enoch 86.1 with the Watcher Asa'el in 1 Enoch 8.1.28 This two-tiered 
distinction of the bene elohim in the Animal Apocalypse does not correspond to 
the story in BW (6.6), which only describes the descent of a single group of 
stars, perhaps the group described in 86.3.29 This is just one of what Tiller 
describes as "significant differences" between the two accounts. Tiller 
suggests that the Animal Apocalypse grants the first star special status in that 
he did not change to a bull - meaning he did not take on human form as did the 
second group of stars (Shemihazah and the Watchers). According to Tiller, 
there is no evidence in the Animal Apocalypse that Asa' el is thought to have 
mated with human women (see 86.4; cf. 90.21). However, 1 Enoch 86.4 
implies the transformation of the second group of stars (Shemihazah and 
others) to animal form, which would be understood as taking on human form 
in the Animal Apocalypse.3o 
The description of the Watchers as stars in the Animal Apocalypse perhaps 
finds its source in several Old Testament passages that discuss the "host of 
heaven."3' Psalm 148.2 establishes that an analogy can be drawn between 
t:J"::l~'~ (angels) and ~:lY (host) - 1jj1 "jj 1"::l~ ,~- '::l 1jj1 "jj 1~:lY-'::l. The 
LXX reads a'lvslTS aUTov, TTcXVTSS oi ayysAOI aUTou· aivslTs aUTov, TTcxoal atl 
~UVcXJ.lSIS aUTou. 32 There are sixteen occasions in the MT which make reference 
to t:J"~rDjj ~:lY (host of heaven), six of which appear to follow the parallel in 
Psalm 148.2 (2 Kgs 17.16; 21.3, 5; 23.4, 5; 2 Chr 18.18). In five other 
references (1 Kgs 22.19; 2 Chr 33.3, 5; Jer 8.2; 19.13), the LXX renders 
t:J"~rDjj ~:lY with oTpaTleXv TOU oupavou (army of heaven). The latter 
translation identifies the angels as those who do battle for the Lord (see Judg 
28 Tiller, Animal Apocalypse, 84. Tiller comes to this conclusion by way of the description 
given in 88.1 of the binding of the first star, which he equates to J Enoch 10.4-8. 
29 It is possible if one considers the presence of metal forging in Gen 4.22 as an implied 
presence of Asa'el prior to Gen 6.4. 
30 Other significant differences include no mention of other Watchers' teaching in the 
Animal Apocalypse. There are three types of offspring defined in the Animal Apocalypse 
compared to the single offspring in Ethiopic B W (Gr')'IIC retains the three types - giants, 
Naphilim Elioud); the leadership role of Shemihazab is ignored in the Animal Apocalypse and 
Asa'el is ~pparently set apart from the two hundred Watchers who descend with Shemihazah. 
31 Cf. J Enoch 80.2~. 
32 Cf. J Enoch 20.1; the archangels are described as ayyeAol T~" 6u"a~ew". 
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5.20).33 A clear reference is found in Job 38.7 that parallels the "morning stars" 
('p: ":~1:J) with the bene elohim (C"i1~~ "::). The passages noted above 
identify a parallel between the stars and the angelic host. This concept perhaps 
influenced the author of the Animal Apocalypse to use "stars" as an analogy to 
the Watchers of BW.34 
The bene elohim have been clearly identified as angels in B W, more 
explicitly as the Watcher angels. In doing so, the author has removed their 
origin from the earthly realm and established them as heavenly beings that can 
be compared to the archangels (1 Enoch 12.3). They are identified as a group 
of angels who stood before the Lord always without sleep. Their task is to act 
as intercessors for humanity, but with an autonomous nature that is distinct 
from other angels in the biblical tradition. This characteristic helps identify 
them as the "divine council" which rules over the nations, possibly the angels 
of the nations in Deuteronomy 32.8. One final identity can be drawn from their 
role in the Animal Apocalypse as the host of heaven. By identifying the bene 
elohim as heavenly beings, the author has set the stage to characterize their 
actions as rebellious toward God and the law of the cosmos. 
The following two sections of this chapter will present the author's 
expansion of the biblical tradition that surrounds the bene elohim. In an effort 
to identify possible sources that may have influenced BW's interpretation of 
Genesis 6.1-4, I shall speak of only two traditions present within B W, the 
Shemihazah tradition of the Fallen Angels and the Instruction/Asa'el tradition. 
My reasons for not identifying a separate Asa'el tradition will become 
apparent in the following discussion. 
33 Interestingly, the majority of the above references are in some way related to idolatry. 
The author of the Animal Apocalypse, by his use of stars as an analogy to the Watchers, may 
be alluding to the tradition of the Watchers leading men to idolatry. 1 Enoch 19.1 indicates 
that the Watchers were leading humanity to sacrifice to demons as gods. Jubilees 8.3 
describes the teaching of the Watchers as observing "the omens of the sun and moon and stars 
in all the signs of heaven." Jubilees 12.16-20 alludes to thc idea that c\'iJ spirits were 
attempting to lead humanity to worship the stars. Cf. Amos 5.26 and Obadiah 1.4, which 
identify stars as objects of idolatry. 
34 A connection may exist for the author's use of stars to represent the angels to the 
Hellenistic concept found in the writings of Philo; cf. Somn. 1.134. 
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4.3 The Asa'ei/lnstruction Tradition 
1 Enoch 6-16 identifies two major characters that playa leadership role within 
the group of Watchers, Asa'el (8.1) and Shemihazah (6.3). Most scholars 
acknowledge that two separate streams of tradition have been brought together 
within BW, each related to one of these two angels. 3s However, it should be 
noted that the two traditions are woven into the different layers of chapters 6-
16 (e.g., 6-11; 12-16; or possibly 15-16 as a separate section). Despite the 
opening focus on the larger group of the Watchers (6.1-3), Asa'el (or the 
Instruction tradition) seems to receive the focus of the blame for the iniquity 
that is taking place on the earth in chapters 6-9. The Aramaic, Greek, and 
Ethiopic traditions are not unanimous concerning Asa' el' s precise nature and 
function in relation to the rest of the Watchers. This section will attempt to 
identify the author's purpose in using the Instruction tradition in his 
interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4. 
As Nickelsburg has proposed, it is possible that the Instruction tradition has 
its origins in the Greek myths, i.e. the Prometheus myth.36 The author's (or 
redactor's) purpose in including two traditions concerning the corruption of 
humanity could be due in part to the changing notions of the origin of sin 
within Judaism, as suggested by Molenberg. But it should also be considered 
that the Instruction tradition was a possible polemic against Greek 
philosophical instruction that may have been penetrating Judaism during the 
fourth through the third centuries B.C.E. 
In an attempt to incorporate the Instruction tradition into a "Midrash" on the 
Israelite tradition of Genesis 6.1-4, the author or redactor has adapted some of 
the names of the angels that belong to 1 Enoch 6.7.37 Asa' el has been chosen in 
3S For a source-critical discussion of BW, see chapter 2 section 2.7. 
36 See a detailed discussion in Nickelsburg, Commentary, 191-93 and idem, "Apocalyptic 
and Myth," 399-404. Cf. also Glasson, Greek Influence, 65 and Bartelmus, Heroentum in 
Israel, 161-66. 
37 1 Enoch 8.1 presents the reader with a potential obstacle if he or she is to attempt to 
follow the majority opinion in scholarship that 1 Enoch 8 reveals the convergence of an 
Asa' el and Shemihazah tradition within B W. If the name Asa' el in 8.1 is representative of the 
tenth angel on the list in 6.7 (as suggested by the Greek'ync, "First Azael the tenth of the 
leaders taught to make instruments of war and body armours and all instruments of war ... "), 
why then is he listed first and followed by what Knibb describes as the leader, Semyaza? It 
appears, as Knibb suggests, that th~ ~~iopic an~ ~reek (both paD and I:) ~ a corruption of 
the name Asa'el, apparent in 4QEn I III 9 - it';) ] , 01' ';)MOD and 4QEn III 26 - ~]~D. The 
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particular to head up the Instruction tradition because of the creative nature of 
the name (see below).38 He is likely listed first due to the particularly 
destructive nature of his instruction in the arts of war, the results of which 
could be seen and experienced on a regular basis by Israel due to the wars that 
took place in and around the land.39 
It can be suggested that the Instruction tradition of 1 Enoch is closely 
connected to the Watcher tradition found in Jubilees (i.e., the Jubilees 
Instruction tradition). 1 Enoch 8.2 states, "And there was great impiety and 
much fornication [not necessarily among the angels and women], and they 
went astray, and all their ways became corrupt."4O This clearly describes the 
corruption of humanity due to the teachings of the angels. A parallel to this 
verse can be found in Jubilees 5.l0, which states, "when judgment is executed 
on all those who have corrupted their ways and their works before the Lord." 
Jubilees 5.2-10 tells the story of the corruption of humanity due to the 
teaching of the Watchers, which resulted in the Flood. By drawing the 
Instruction tradition into B W, the author found a way to integrate the Flood 
narrative of Genesis (6.l1-12) into the story.41 By assimilating the Jubilees 
4.15 "Watcher" tradition (Instruction tradition) into BW,42 the author has 
integrated a connection to both the Flood narrative in Genesis and the alluring 
author of chapter 8 may have listed the tenth angel first because of the severity of damage that 
would be attributed to the instruction that he gave to humanity. This possible interpretation 
does not nullify the idea that there are two traditions, which have been brought together by the 
author or editor of B W, but it does perhaps allow for a continuous narrative in chapter 8. Cf. 
Dimant, "Fallen Angels," 83. Dimant argues that there is no need for Asa'el to be a leader of 
the angels, but rather he is the one who acted first in the instruction (cf. p. 66). 
38 See Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 73, n. 10. Knibb suggests the name can be translated "God 
has made," thus implying the creative nature of the task of the angel. It should be noted that 
this is not possible with the Ethiopic name Azazel. 
39 There is limited support in Leviticus and Deuteronomy of the practice of listing the 
nature of sin in a descending order based on their severity; see Lev 20.9-21; 24.16-20; Deut 
4.6-21; 22.21-29. Cf. Jubilees 5.11. Cf. also Gal 5.19-22; 1 Cor 6.9-10. 
40 Brackets mine, translation is from ibid., 81. 
41 There is similar corruption language in Gen 6.11-12 to that found in Jubilees 5.2-10 
and J Enoch 8.2, "now the earth was corrupt in the sight of God, and the earth was filled with 
violence. And God looked on the earth and behold it was corrupt; for all flesh had corrupted 
their way upon the earth. It 
42 Although this does not necessitate that the Jubilees tradition existed first, but that both 
may have drawn on a common tradition, or Jubilees adapted the Instruction tradition for its 
own purposes. 
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of the angels of the Shemihazah tradition by the "beautified" daughters of men 
in Jubilees. 43 
We may also consider that the author used the Instruction tradition to link 
the teachings of Asa'el in 1 Enoch 8.1 back to Genesis 4.22.44 The skills 
attributed to Tubal-cain concerning the forging of implements of bronze and 
iron appear to have a close similarity to the instruction given by Asa'el: 
"Asa'el taught the men to make instruments of war and weapons and shields 
and body armour, lessons of angels, and showed them the metals and works of 
them" (8.1). 
4.3.1 Asa 'el versus Azazel 
Previously scholars have discussed the two (or three) traditions, which can be 
discerned within BW concerning the leaders of the angels; however, little work 
has been done on the distinction between the angels "Azazel" and "Asa'el." It 
is the consensus of scholarship that there is an independent Asa'el tradition 
within BW, which focused on the teachings of the angel Asa'el as a distinct 
tradition of sin and corruption in the world. Two main proposals have been 
advanced in an effort to discover the origin of the Asa' el tradition. The first 
proposal by Hanson posits the Azazel material as taken from the story in 
Leviticus 16 concerning the two goats of atonement. The second proposal, put 
forward by Nickelsburg, suggests that the Asa'el material is related to the 
Prometheus myth in Hesiod's Theogony. 
Prior to examining these two proposals, I will first present the linguistic 
data for the name Asa'el (Azazel) that is found in the Aramaic, Ethiopic, and 
Greek extant material of 1 Enoch. From a linguistic perspective, the angel 
Asa' el originated within the Shemihazah tradition (l Enoch 6.7), but was, at 
43 It is possible that the emphasis of the beauty of the daughters in Gen 6.2; J Enoch 6.1; 
and Jubilees 5.1 was a result of the teaching of Asa' el concerning the painting of eyes and the 
wearing of jewellery. Cf. also the Greeksync reading of J Enoch 8.1; "First Azael the tenth of 
the leaders taught to make instruments of war and body armours and all instruments of war, 
and the metals of the earth and the gold, how to work and to make decoration of the women 
and the silver. And he taught them the shining and the beautifying of eyes and the precious 
stones and the dyes. And the sons of men made for themselves and their daughters, and they 
led astray the holy ones." 
44 See Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 399. See also a reference to nephilim with 
weapons of war in Ezek 32.27. The Greek translation reads .. the fallen giants of old," perhaps 
a reference to Gen 6.4. 
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some point, taken up by the author to introduce a second pattern of sin and 
corruption: the InstructionlAsa'el tradition.4s 
4.3.1.1 Origin of the Name of Asa 'el 
Two possible explanations for the name Asa'e1 are preserved in the Ethiopic 
translations. The first suggests the scribes transmitted the name corruptly46 and 
the second suggests it was adapted by the author of BW from Leviticus 16.47 
The initial appearance of the name (Le. Asa'el) occurs in 1 Enoch 6.7 where it 
is applied to the tenth angel amongst the leaders of the group that belongs to 
the Shemihazah tradition. There is agreement in all three versions of the verse 
(Le., Aramaic, Ethiopic, and Greek) that the name of the angel was Asa'el. The 
Aramaic fragment lists him as ~~O(rv)D; the Greekpan lists him as AOOTJA (the 
Greeksync a contains what appears to be a corrupt transmission of the name 
which reads A~OA~TJA); and the Ethiopic text reads Asa'el ('sa'el). The extant 
Aramaic texts from Qumran provide adequate evidence48 that the name which 
began as Asa'el in the Ethiopic 1 Enoch 6.7 ('sa'el), but was transcribed as 
Azazel (,zazel) in all the occasions which follow (cf. 8.1; 9.6; 10.4; 10.8; 13.1; 
54.5; 55.4; and 69.2 - this is assuming it is the same angel), probably remained 
as ~~O(rv)D throughout Aramaic 1 Enoch. The following chart details the 
occurrences of the name throughout 1 Enoch.49 
4S The Greeksync reading makes the origin of the angel Asa'el in 1 Enoch 8.1 from the 
Shemihazah tradition quite plausible; "First Azael the tenth of the leaders taught to make 
instruments of war and body armour and all instruments of war, and the metals of the earth 
and the gold ... " 
46 See Molenberg, "Roles of Shemihazah and Asael," 141; Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 73, 79; 
and Black, Book of Enoch, 121. 
47 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven"; cf. Grabbe, "Scapegoat Tradition," 154-55; 
Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 401-03; Dimant, "Methodological Perspective," 336 n. 
38; Nickelsburg and Dimant disagree with Hanson's theory of a connection with Leviticus 16 
for varying reasons. 
48 Although there has been legitimate questioning of Milik's reconstruction of the Qumran 
fragments, the fragments in question appear to have been reconstructed based upon firm 
evidence within the various fragments. 
49 Greekpan is the Akhmim Manuscript (Codex Panopolitanus), which contains J Enoch 1-
32 and is thought to date from the sixth c. C.E. Greek'ync is a ninth c. C.E. manuscript by 
George Syncellus who appears to have based his text on fifth c. C.E. chro?o~raphic ~orks by 
Pandorus and Annianus (see Nickelsburg, Commentary, 12). The Ethloplc text IS dated 
sometime between the fourth and sixth centuries C.E. and probably translated from Greek. 
However, the oldest Ethiopic manuscript available is from the fifteenth c. C.E., see Knibb, 
Ethiopic Enoch, 27. 
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Knibb 
Verse Ge'ez Ge'ez Greeksync a Greeksync b Greekpan Aramaic 
Not ~~OD51 
lEn 6.7 'sa'el Asa'el ACOA~TJA50 Extant AOOTJA ~~~.o52 
Not ~~ODS4 
lEn 8.1 'zazel Azazel ACOTJA 53 Extant ACOTJA ~]~~.o55 
Not 
lEn 9.6 'zazel Azazel Not Extant ACOTJA ACOTJA Extant 
Not 
lEn 10.4 'zazel Azazel ACOTJA Extant ACOTJA ~~OD56 
Not Not 
lEn 10.8 'zazel Azazel ACO!}A Extant ACOTJA Extant 
Not Not Not 
lEn 13.1 'zazel Azazel Extant Extant ACOTJA Extant 
Not Not Not Not 
lEn 54.5 'zazel Azazel Extant Extant Extant Extant 
Not Not Not Not 
lEn 55.4 'zazel Azazel Extant Extant Extant Extant 
Not Not Not Not 
lEn 69.2 'sael57 Azazel58 Extant Extant Extant Extant 
The Greek texts appear to have followed the Aramaic fragments in their 
transliteration of the name ~~O(~)D with a minor linguistic change that can be 
50 It is likely that A~(xA~l1A is a corruption of A~(Xl1A. 
51 See 4QEna I iii 9; see Milik, Books of Enoch, 150. 
52 See 4QEnc I ii 26; see ibid., 188 - Milik reconstructs as "]t\q;lV - Knibb argues this 
means "God has made" - cf. 2 Sam 2.19-23,32; 3.30; Ezra 10.15. See also Nickelsburg, 
Commentary, 194. Knibb suggests that Greeksync I and Eth 69.2 confuse the name Asa'e} with 
Azazel- cf. 8.1; 10.4,8; 13.1; see Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 73. 
53 Nickelsburg contends that Greeksync is preferred over the reading of the Ethiopic and 
Greekpan; see Nickelsburg, Commentary, 188, n.la. 
54 See 4QEna I iii 23 - Milik reconstructs as [. .. ,~VO]., [~q;ll~" 'l"~ "~oV]; see Milik, 
Books of Enoch, 150. 
55 See 4QEnb I ii 26 - Milik reconstructs ["]t\rbb. All the characters are questionable; see 
ibid., 168. 
56 See 4QEna I v - Milik reconstructs r"" iO~' "~!)i ~l "T]t\ ""[O~ "~!)i"']; ""OV"; 
,.."),, [~Oi, see ibid., 162. There is no extant text of Asa'el in 4QEna I iv. 
57 Knibb argues that the Ethiopic reading 'ziz~1 (Azazel) is probably a corruption of 'sl~1 
(Asa'el) - cf. 6.7. It is generally recognized that the angel list of 69.2 is a secondary 
supplement from 6.7. In doing so, as Knibb and others have argued, the transcriber has made 
several mistakes while copying the list; see Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 159. 
58 Azazel _ the 10th angel of the list of leaders - cf. 6.7. The second Ethiopic name of a 211t 
angel 'zlzel, but Knibb argues this is likely a corruption of 'rlzeyll - cf. 6.7 - 20'" angel. 
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accounted for by similar occurrences with proper names in the LXX. The 
following serve as examples in which the translator of the LXX has 
transliterated the sin or sin as a zeta: 1 Esdras 9.14 (=Ezra 10.15) translates 
"~i1iDl' as aSOllAos;59 2 Esdras 23.23 (=Nehemiah 13.23) translates "i~1t·~ as 
ASWTlS;60 2 Esdras 20.12 (=Nehemiah 10.13) translates ~":It' as sapa~la;61 
Genesis 46.13 translates 1"rJiD as SCXIJ~pCXV;62 2 Chr 29.13 translates "I~t~ as 
Sal-l~pEI;63 and 3 Kgs 16.34 translates ~'~i.:) as SEyOU~.64 It seems possible that 
the translator of the Aramaic text to Greek was following a transliteration of 
the Aramaic rather than attempting to infuse the Leviticus idea of Azazel, as is 
found in the Ethiopic. The above discussion reveals that there is little textual 
evidence to connect the angel Asa'el to the "Azazel" allegedly found in the 
Day of Atonement tradition in Leviticus 16, which will be discussed below. 
4.3.2 Asa 'el and the Atonement Motif 
The proposal offered by Hanson that the "Azazel" tradition was taken up by 
the author of B W from Leviticus 16 should be examined on several points. 
First, no linguistic evidence exists within 1 Enoch that can date the adoption of 
this name prior to the early centuries of the Common Era. 65 No textual 
evidence can be found that this name existed as such in the extant Greek 
versions, which the majority of scholars agree were derived from an Aramaic 
(or Hebrew) original. Second, there is no textual evidence that the name 
existed in the Aramaic versions of BW found at Qumran. Third, one should 
consider that if the author of B W was attempting to draw the "atonement 
motif' of Leviticus into his work, why would he choose to use the name Asa' el 
rather than simply the term Azazel? 
In defence of Hanson, there are fragments of the Book of Giants (4Q203 7.6 -
4QEnGiantsa), which contains the name ~[TJ~T 17" ("for Azazel"), but there is 
59 See Hatch and Redpath, Concordance to the Septuagint, 7c. 
60 Ibid., Sc; see various others of the same Hebrew: Josh 13.3; 1 Kgs 5.3 2 Esdras 14.7 
(Neh 4.1); 1 Kgs 5.1, 5, 7; 6.17; 2 Chr 26.6; Amos I.S; Zeph 2.4; Zach 9.6; Isa 20.1; Jer 32.6 
(25.20). 
61 Ibid., 65b. 
62 Ibid., 65a; see variant in MS A - ~a~~pa~. 
63 Ibid., 65b. 
b4 Ibid., 66b. 
65 See above for the dating of the Ethiopic versions. This can also be said of Hanson's use 
of Targum Pseudo-Jonathan as support for the interpretation of the atonement moti fin I 
Enoch. 
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no clear reference in the fragment to the atonement ritual. 66 The name 'Tt~T l) in 
4Q203 7.6 does apparently correspond to the spelling found in Leviticus 16 
(the ~ is difficult to read and the second T is reconstructed by Milik, ,[T]~Tl)', 
but there is little within the context of the fragment that would correspond to 
Leviticus). It is possible that what is represented by the name 'T~Tl) in 4Q203 
7.6 may be the beginning of the inclusion of the Asa' el motif into B W in order 
to interpret the Day of Atonement motif in Leviticus. But based on the 
difficulties of dating the fragments of BG, it is problematic to interpret the 
presence of the name ~T~T l) as evidence for the Leviticus atonement motif 
within a possibly much earlier BW.67 Based on this type of evidence (Le. that 
discussed above), the present-day interpreter must use caution when 
attempting to apply traditions or interpretations of a later text to an earlier text. 
The Hebrew text of 4Q 180 frag 1.7-8 contains a similar name to that found 
in 4Q203 7.6 - '~TTl) (God is powerful). The spelling of the name '~TTV in 
this Hebrew fragment does not correspond to that of the Hebrew text of 
Leviticus 16 ('T~T l) '), therefore leaving some doubt as to the connection 
66 See Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants, 78. Stuckenbruck argues that the spelling of the 
Aramaic Azazel in this fragment is following the biblical tradition of Lev 16.8, 10, 26. An 
obvious genetic link exists between BG and B W; e.g. a list of names given to the Watchers in 
B Wand a list of names given to the giants in BG; however, the dating of the Qumran BG 
fragments to the first c. B.C.E. implies there was considerable time between the writing of the 
two traditions; i.e. 6Q8 - end of the first c. B.C.E.; lQ23 - 100-50 B.C.E.; 4Q203 -last third 
of first c. B.C.E.; 4Q530 - first half of first c. B.C.E. However, Stuckenbruck suggests a date 
for the composition of BG in the mid-second c. B.C.E. See idem, "Giant Mythology and 
Demonology. " 
67 Milik has concluded by a very complicated process that BG was written between 128 
and 100 B.C.E. See discussion in Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants, 28-29. Stuckenbruck argues 
that Milik has erred in the dating of BG in several points: (1) Milik's dating of Jubilees to a 
post-129 B.C.E. date; (2) the lack of reference to BG in Jubilees; and (3) Milik's reliance on 
CD col. ii 11.18-19 and the reference to the giants "whose bodies were as mountains." 
Stuckenbruck cites VanderKam's dating of Jubilees pre-161 B.C.E. as more accurate (see 
ibid. 30, n. 112). R.H. Charles dated Jubilees in the last half of the second c. B.C.E.; see 
Charles, Book of Jubilees, xxxiii. Stuckenbruck argues for a literary dependence of BG on BW 
and a possible dependence of Dan 7 on BG, therefore positing a date for the writing of BG 
"between the late third c. and 164 B.C.E."; see Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants, 30-31. 
Stuckenbruck is no doubt correct about the literary dependence of BG on B W, but this does 
not require the use of Klaus Beyer's hypothesis that BG "would have been copied alongside 
other Enoch literature as 'das j6ngste StOck des hebriischen Henochs' in the third century 
B.C.E." See Klaus Beyer, Die aramliischen Tute, 259. It is clear the content of both Dan 7.9-
10 and 4Q530 11.16-20 hold a common tradition, but, as Stuckenbruck suggests, "It is not 
necessary to conclude from the observations made here that BG as a whole antedates Daniel 
7" (see Sutckenbruck, Book of Giants, 121-23). Rather it is possible that they both preserve a 
common theophanic tradition. 
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between the two. Stuckenbruck suggests that the author of 4Q 180 perhaps 
borrowed the figure of Azazel from the Leviticus story and related it to the 
birth of the giants, but there is little in 4Q 180 that suggests similar language to 
that of 1 Enoch 10.8, although this is not necessary.68 He suggests that the 
author of 4Q180 (see frag 1.7-10) may have been following the tradition found 
in 1 Enoch 10, the binding of Asa'el and allocating all sin to him, thus linking 
him to the atonement ritual of Leviticus 16.69 However, within what little 
context there is of the fragment, there is no clear indication in the text that 
there is any allusion to Leviticus 16.70 Stuckenbruck correctly states that an 
"expiatory role" for Azazel in Ethiopic 1 Enoch 10.4, 5, 8 cannot be 
discounted. However, the corresponding Aramaic fragment of 1 Enoch 10.4 
does not use the name Azazel; instead, the name has been reconstructed by 
Milik to read Asa'el. Stuckenbruck suggests the presence of the biblical form 
Azazel in the Ethiopic witnesses may be, "a deliberate connection to the Yom 
Kippur ritual," however; its presence in the Ethiopic text does not mean that 
was the original author's intention.71 
Although documents dated later than Aramaic BW contain the Leviticus 
Azazel motif, to use these documents to support the reading of this tradition 
68 See Stuckenbruck, Book 0/ Giants, 79, n.52. There is some correspondence to the 
language of 1 Enoch 10.8-9 - "And the whole world has been ruined by the teaching of the 
works of Asa'el, and against him write down all sin" and that found in 4Q180 1.8 - "And 
concerning Azazel [is written ... ] [to love] injustice and to let him inherit evil for all [his] 
ag[e ... ]." The difficulty that arises from trying to make this connection is twofold; (1) the 
language of 1 Enoch 1 0 appears to be a language of responsibility for the corruption of the 
world rather than a language of atonement which is seen in the "Azazel" goat of Leviticus 16; 
(2) it seems almost inconceivable that the community of Qumran would consider adopting the 
sacrificial type language of Leviticus 16 concerning the "Azazel" goat if, as later traditions 
appear to suggest, there was any idea of having to placate a demonic being. 
69 Cf. 4Q 181 2.4; this fragment appears to parallel line 9 of 4Q 180 1 but makes the subject 
plural rather than singular, blame being placed upon '~TTD. 
70 There are several documents at Qumran concerning Leviticus - 1 Q3; 2Q5; 4Q23 (frag of 
Lev 16.15-29 - DJD 12 - 153-76) 4Q24; 4Q25; 4Q26; 4Q26a; 4Q26b; 6Q2; llQI; llQ2; 
unfortunately there are no fragments from Lev 16.8, 10. l1Q19 XXVI 13 (the Temple Scroll) 
contains a description of the sacrifice of the two goats on the Day of Atonement. Line 13 
contains a similar spelling of Azazel to that which has been established in 4Q 180 I 7-8, 
'~TTD. This text does not, however, identify '~TTD as a demon, but only as a place in the 
wi lderness and therefore does not assist in determining a clearer interpretation of 'MTT D . 
71 Stuckenbruck suggests correctly that Grabbe is overstating his interpretation of 4Q203 7 
by concluding that the fragment "clearly states that punishment for all the sins of the fallen 
angels is placed on Azazel." Sec Grabbe, "Scapegoat Tradition," 155. 
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back into BW as Hanson and Grabbe have suggested is untenable. 72 Further, to 
suggest the same type of support for the Book of Giants (4Q203) by drawing 
parallels to it from the Midrash of Shemhazai and 'Aza 'el is again 
unwarranted.73 Authors and translators in first century B.C.E. and beyond 
likely knew of the angel Asa' el in 1 Enoch and began to connect him to the 
story in Leviticus 16, but there is no evidence that this was the intention of the 
author of B W.74 
A second difficulty arises in accepting Hanson's suggestion that the name 
Asa'el would invite a comparison with the Yom Kippur story in Leviticus.7s 
72 The Apocalypse of Abraham 14.5-6 appears to parallel the tradition of Asa'el. This 
document is possibly dated around 80 C.E. originally written in Hebrew and later translated 
into a literal Greek, which was later translated into Slavonic. Verse 5 describes the angel 
Azazel who gave away the secrets of heaven. His heritage is with the Stars (Watchers?) and 
with men born of the clouds (men to whom the clouds gave birth=giants?), of whose portion 
he belongs. It is possible that this is a reference to Asa'el as one of the nephilim; if so, this 
would place into question whether or not the nephilim were the offspring or the bene elohim. 
It is possible that the translator of the Greek to Slavonic has read the Greek vecpsAQI (from 
what Rubinkiewicz calls a very literal Greek translation) that could possibly be a literal 
transliteration of the nephilim of the Genesis 6 tradition. The end of verse 6 seems to indicate 
that the "men born by the clouds" are the offspring of Asa'el, which would be the giants of 
the Watcher tradition - "indeed they exist through your being." Unfortunately, there are no 
extant Greek manuscripts of the Apocalypse of Abraham, but evidence in the Slavonic 
manuscripts reveals that there is a Greek text behind the Slavonic. See R. Rubinkiewicz, 
"Apocalypse of Abraham," in The Old Testament Pseudepigrapha (ed. James H. 
Charlesworth; 2 vols.; New York: Doubleday, 1983-85), 1 :686. See also T. Sol 7.7 which 
describes A~allA as one of the archangels who has the power to thwart the demon Lix Tetrax. 
T. Sol is late first or second c. C.E., but it is certainly consistent with first-century Jewish 
thought. It is possible that it is a collection of incantations that were composed and used by 
Solomon against the demons, see D.C. Duling, "Testament of Solomon," in The Old 
Testament Pseudepigrapha (ed. James H. Charlesworth; 2 vols.; New York: Doubleday, 
1983-85), 1 :940-41. See also the Sib. Or. ii 215; a variant reading includes Azael in a list of 
the archangels of God. See also 2 Ezra 9.14. 
73 See Milik, Books of Enoch, 321-39 and Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants, 82, n.59. See 
also Emil Puech, "Les fragments 1 a 3 du Livre des Geants de la grotte 6 (pap 6Q8)," RevQ 19 
(1999): 227-38. Puech criticises Stuckenbruck for relying too much on the Midrash of 
Shemhazai and 'Aza 'el. 
74 Cf. Dimant, "Fallen Angels," 84. Dimant argues that it is unnecessary to connect the fall 
of Asa'el with the story of Satan (i.e. Azazel of Lev 16) at this early stage of the tradition. Cf. 
also Jubilees 5 .17-18 (and Jubilees 34.18-19) which describes the Day of Atonement with no 
mention of the Azazel goat. 
75 See Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 221, n.47. Hanson argues for an Ethiopic original 
('aziz'!I) over the Greek based on the need for a connection to the Lev 16 motif. He suggests 
that jf the Greek was original then the implied connection to the Leviticus text still exists. 
Hanson is correct in that later readers may have made the connection to the Leviticus story 
through J Enoch 10.4-8, but, again, there is little proof this was the author's intention. 
Hanson suggests the Azazel material was added to the Shemihazah material in order to 
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This comparison would require first of all the personification of the term 
~TMTD~ from Leviticus 16.8.76 Jacob Milgrom suggests that there are three 
main readings of this term in connection with Yom Kippur.77 The first 
interpretation of ~TMT V ~ is derived from the LXX translation (16.8) T~ 
aTToTTol.UTOtCA;> - "for the one carrying away [the evil]." A similar understanding 
is read in 16.26, TOV X"JOpOV TOV ~lsoToA~evov sis CXCPSOlV - "the goat, the one 
dispatched for remission."78 The second interpretation regards the term ~TMTV~ 
as a "rough and difficult place" which is a description of the destination of the 
goat. This interpretation is found in later Jewish texts such as Targum Pseudo-
Jonathan; b. Yoma 67b; Sijra, Ahare 2.8. Some textual evidence exists (i.e. the 
presence of ~MTTD~) in the Temple Scroll (l1Q19 26.11-13) that this was a 
possible understanding of ~TMT D ~ in the Qumran community - " ... and will 
confess over its head all the sins of the children of Israel with all their guilt 
together with all their sins; and he shall place them upon the head of the he-
goat and will send it to Azazel, [to] the desert [~MTTD~ ,:1'0i1], from the hand 
of the man indicated. "79 The third interpretation of ~TMT D ~ identifies it as a 
deity. The evidence for this interpretation primarily comes from Midrashim; 
e.g. 3 Enoch 4.6; Pirqe R. Eliezer 46. Milgrom suggests this idea is supported 
by the parallel structure of Leviticus 16.8 in which a goat is dedicated to the 
Lord and one dedicated "for Azazel." This, Milgrom argues, designates a 
parallel the need to atone for the sins of Israel and the cleansing of the earth. Cf. Molenberg, 
"Roles of Shemihaza and Asael," 143, n.34. Molenberg disagrees with Hanson's conclusions 
of a connection to the atonement motif. 
76 Hanson does present somewhat convincing parallels of Babylonian and Akkadian 
literature that appear similar to the Day of Atonement ritual of Leviticus 16, see Hanson, 
"Rebellion in Heaven," 220, n.46. 
77 See Jacob Milgrom, Leviticus /-/6: A New Translation with Introduction and 
Commentary (AB; 3 vols.; New York: Doubleday, 1991), 1.1020 
78 In the later traditions which adopt the idea of the personification of Azazel as a demon 
in the desert, the sins of Israel are laid upon the scapegoat not upon Azazel; the goat is then 
removed from the camp. The tradition presents the idea that the scapegoat is being made a 
sacrifice to the demon Azazel in the desert. Hanson argues (see "Rebellion in Heaven," 221) 
that "the biblical source for the Azazel material supplies no accusation against the hapless 
scapegoat; rather he is to atone for the sins of others," however, this would seem to indicate 
that Hanson is equating the scapegoat to Azazel, which is wrong. Azazel cannot play the part 
of both the goat that the sins are laid upon and the demon to which it is being sent. 
79 Brackets are mine. Translation is from Garcia Martinezffigchelaar, Dead Sea Scrolls, 
2:1249. 
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divine name, i.e. a demon. 8o Thus, he suggests that Azazel is referring to a 
demon to which the goat has been dispatched in the wilderness, the habitation 
of demons. 81 This suggestion by Milgrom requires an interpretation of 1 Enoch 
10.4-5 that betrays the text. He argues that the angel Raphael is ordered to 
bind the demon Asa'el and banish him to the wilderness.82 Initially, Milgrom's 
comment appears to be a legitimate parallel; however, nowhere in BW is 
Asa'el actually designated as a demon.83 Only in 1 Enoch 15.8 is there a 
reference to what one might consider demons and these are the evil spirits that 
come from the giant offspring, not from the fallen Watchers.84 The Septuagint 
offers further evidence that around the time of the writing of Aramaic B W the 
Azazel motif in the Leviticus 16 passage was yet to be embodied as a demon. 
16.8 And Aaron shall cast lots upon the two he-goats one lot to the Lord and one lot to the 
one sent away.8S 9. And Aaron shall offer the goat, upon which the lot for the Lord fell, and 
offer it up concerning sin. 10. And to the he-goat, upon which the lot of the remission fell he 
will set it living before the Lord to make atonement and to send it out for the remission,86 he 
shall send it to the wilderness. 26. And the one sending out the he-goat, the one separated for 
80 See also Hayim Tawil, "Azazel The Prince of the Steepe: A Comparative Study," ZA W 
92 (1980): 43-59. Tawil argues that Azazel is the epithet of the Canaanite god Mot, i.e. a 
demon. A question may be raised here concerning whether or not there is a theological 
development within 2TP Judaism that is making room for the personification of certain 
themes such as Azazel as the personification of evil or a human Messiah as personification of 
God's salvation. Unfortunately, the limitations of this work do not allow further development 
of the issue. 
81 See Isa 13.21; 34.14; Bar 4.35, and Tob 8.3. Part of 1 Enoch 19.1 ("and led them astray 
to sacrifice to demons [cSal~ovIOlS']") suggests that the Israelites were in fact offering the 
second goat on the Day of Atonement as a sacrifice to Azazel in the wilderness. 
82 A few texts indicate that demons dwelled in the desert; cf. Isa 31.21; 34.11; Tob 8.3; 
and Eth. 1 Enoch 10. 
83 Cf. Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 402. Nickelsburg argues that in 1 Enoch 10 
Asa'el is "clearly a demon," which is an interpretation of the passage that can only be made 
by application of the later Christian tradition of the Fallen Angels as demons. The Eth. of 1 
Enoch 19 describes how the spirits of the Watchers led men astray and caused them to 
sacrifice to demons, but it does not identify the angels as demons. The extant Greek text is 
less clear as to whom or what led the humans astray. The text perhaps hints that it is the 
spirits of their offspring at work until Judgment Day - "and their spirits, becoming many 
forms, violently maltreated the men and led them astray to sacrifice to demons {cSal~ov'olS')." 
This passage, if it is describing the angels, contradicts what we have been told in J Enoch 
10.12 in which the Watchers are bound up under the hills of the earth until Judgment Day. 
84 A possible alternative reading that would allow an understanding of Asa' el as a demon 
would require incorporating the Greek concept of demon as just another name for an angel or 
spirit, see Philo's Gig. 16. 
8S See Wevers, Septuaginta Leviticus, 186, n. on verse 8. Variant azazel in Latin codices 
91,92,94,95. 
86 For variants see ibid., 186, n. on verse 10. 
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forgiveness,87 will wash the garment and will bathe his body in water, and afterwards, he will 
re-enter into the camp.88 
The Greek translators of the Hebrew text have failed to personify ~i~i;: in 
their Greek translation. Although this is an argument from silence, it 
challenges the idea that Azazel was personified in the second to third centuries 
B.C.E., perhaps casting doubt that this was a motif expressed by the author of 
BW.89 
4.3.3 Asa 'el and the Prometheus Myth 
Nickelsburg has suggested a theory of the origin of the Asa'el tradition, which 
goes outside the bounds of Judaism and into the mythological world of the 
Greeks. Nickelsburg's proposal, which suggests the author of BW has adapted 
the Instruction tradition from the Prometheus myth, needs to be examined. 90 As 
discussed above, a parallel to the Instruction/ Asa' el motif may be found in 
Genesis 4.22,91 a somewhat ambiguous reference in the biblical tradition. 
Nickelsburg suggests that we must look outside the biblical tradition for the 
source of the Instruction tradition. This source, he contends, can be found in 
Hesiod's Theogony 507-616 and Works and Days 42-105.92 The story 
identifies Prometheus as a Titan who is characterized as an advocate of 
humanity. He stole the mechanical arts of Hephaestus and Athene,93 along with 
87 For variants see ibid., 192, n. on verse 26. 
88 16.8 1<01 ETTlenOEI 'Aopwv ETTI TOUS' ouo XII.l()POUS' KA~pOV EVo T~ KUplc.;> KOI KA~pOV EVo 
T~ CxTToTTol.molc.;>. 9. 1<01 TTpOOOSEI Aopwv TOV XIIJOPOV, e<j>' QV ETT~AeEV eri O\JTOV 0 KA~POS' T~ 
KUP Ic.;> , KOI TTPOOOIOEI mpi CxIJOPTIOS" 10. KOI TOV XIIJOPOV, e<j>' QV ETT~AeEV ETT' O\JTOV 0 KA~pOS' 
TOU CxTTOTTOIJTTOIOU, OTy)OEI O\JTOV l;WVTO EvoVTI KUPIOU TOU eSIAoooo801 ETT' O\JTOU WOTE 
CxTTOOTEIAOI O\JTOV EiS' TDV CxTTOTTOIJTTy)V' Cx<j>y)OEI O\JTOV EiS' TDV epTJlJov. 26. KOI 0 eSoTTooTEAAc.uV 
TOV XIIJOPOV TOV OIEOTOAIJEVOV EiS' a<j>Eolv TTAUVEI TO 'IJOTIO KOI AOUOETOI TO OWIJO. OVTOU 
\JOOTl, I<OIIJETO: TOUTO EiaeAEUOETOI EiS' T~V TTOpEIJ~OAnV. 
89 See Grabbe, "Scapegoat Tradition," 154-55. 
90 Cf. also Glasson, Greek Influence, 65; Hengel, Judaism and Hellenism, 1.190; Pearson, 
"Classical Myth," 73-4. 
91 Glasson argues that the Instruction tradition found in B IV is "without the slightest 
biblical basis," Glasson, Greek Influence, 67. Nickelsburg argues that based on Euhemeristic 
traditions, which relate that humanity was instructed by the gods on the arts of civilization, 
the Instruction/Asa'el motif is unlikely to be connected to Gen 4. see Nickelsburg, 
Commentary, 192. However, this theory is a possibility if one considers Asa 'el to be one of 
the bene elohim in perhaps the broader sense of a minor deity. 
92 See also Aeschylus' Prometheus Bound (437-508) and Plato's Protagoras 321 and 
Politicus 274 C. For further discussion of Prometheus myth see K. Bapp, "Prometheus." in 
Ausfiihrliches Lexicon tier griechischen und romischen Mythologie (ed. W.H. Roscher; 
Leipzig: Teubner, 1902-09), 32. 3032-3110. 
QJ See Plato's Protagaras 321 C-D. 
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fire (apparently the mechanical arts could not haye been acquired nor used 
without fire), and then he gave them to humans. Thus, humanity had the 
wisdom necessary to support life. Glasson argues several of these arts can be 
identified within the teachings in 1 Enoch 8.1-3 (e.g. humans soon developed 
articulate speech and names; and they constructed houses, made clothes, shoes. 
and beds, and drew sustenance from the earth). But it is unclear that any of 
these can be understood as part of the instruction in 1 Enoch 8.1. 
The account in Hesiod focuses primarily on the issue of the provision of fire 
to humanity and the punishment of Prometheus. Unlike the suggested purpose 
of the fire in BW (i.e. to forge weapons of war), the account in Hesiod reveals 
that Prometheus gave the fire for cooking food. Therefore, it is difficult to see 
a direct link from the Theogony in which Prometheus can be said to have 
taught humans the arts of war, to the instruction of Asa'el found in 1 Enoch 
8.1.94 
The account of Aeschylus, on the other hand, which describes in far greater 
detail the myth of Prometheus, attributes several teachings to Prometheus that 
parallel the Instruction tradition in B W (e.g. potions for illness, the art of 
divination, interpreting dreams, the mining of ores - "all manner of arts of 
men").95 Hesiod implies in Theogony (561-84) that the theft of the fire by 
Prometheus brought about the corruption of the earth through Zeus' creation of 
the woman Pandora. 1 Enoch 8.2 describes a similar result to the teachings of 
Asa 'el, "And there was great impiety and much fornication, and they went 
astray, and all their ways became corrupt. "96 That is, the act of Prometheus and 
the act of Asa' el both brought about the same result, the corruption of the 
earth. Noticeably missing from BW is language that describes Asa'el as a 
benefactor of humanity. This deficiency could, however, be possible if the 
Instruction tradition is the "beneficial" type of instruction originally intended 
by God, as it is understood in the Watcher tradition in Jubilees. The Jubilees 
tradition (4.15) states that the original commission given to the Watchers \vas 
to instruct humanity and do judgment and uprightness on the earth. 
94 There is a line in Aeschylus's Prometheus Bound that aIludes to the idea that humanity 
developed further gifts from the use of fire, e.g. forging of metals. This document is from ca. 
430 B.C.I', 
95 Prometheus Bound 442-505. 
96 Translation Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 81. 
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A more impressive parallel between BW and the Prometheus myth 
(especially in Aeschylus) is found in the punishment motif of the two main 
characters with which we are concerned. For his crime of rebellion against 
Zeus and for the stealing of the fire, Prometheus is bound with chains and 
entombed by Zeus in Tartarus.97 Similarly in 1 Enoch lOA, Asa'el is bound (cf. 
13.1) hand and foot, thrown into the darkness of Dudael (=Tartarus?), and 
covered over with jagged and sharp stones. Both characters remain entombed 
until they are brought out: Asa'el on the day of eschatological judgment (10.6) 
and Prometheus to face the judgement of Zeus. Asa' el is judged and punished 
by God. Prometheus is judged by Zeus and is impaled with a stake and hung 
on a cliff (Theogony 507-543). Zeus sends an eagle that attacks him and 
proceeds to devour his liver. The account varies between Hesiod and 
Aeschylus. Hesiod's Theogony (there is no account of the punishment story in 
Works and Days) has Prometheus rescued from the punishment of Zeus by 
Heracles, while Aeschylus' account ends with Prometheus sinking into the 
abyss of Tartarus. The Aeschylus account demonstrates a closer parallel of the 
demise of Prometheus to that of Asa' el and the type of instruction that was 
betrayed by the two characters. 98 
Nickelsburg's proposal that the redactor of BW used the Prometheus 
material appears attractive and, if accepted, reveals a major infusion of Greek 
mythology into early Jewish literature. Nickelsburg correctly advises caution 
in coming to any conclusions about which material the author or redactor of 
BW was drawing upon.99 Some of the material may have come from an oral 
tradition that circulated in both Semitic and Hellenistic cultures, or that the 
Greek myths have their origins in a Semitic source that predates B Wand is no 
longer extant. 
97 See Sib. Or. 1.101, 119, and T. Sol 6.3. 
98 Hanson argues that it is unnecessary to look to Hellenistic material to account for the 
Instruction tradition of B /I" since "it is possible to derive all aspects of the Azazel episode 
from Semitic sources"; see Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 225, n.58. Newsom questions 
why there are only certain elements of the teaching of Prometheus included in the Instruction 
tradition of B IV, see Newsom, "Development of I Enoch," 3 14. 
99 See Nickelsburg, Commcl/tary, 193. 
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4.3.4 Summary of the Asa 'elllnstruction Tradition 
I have suggested that the author of BW incorporated the Instruction tradition 
into his writing in order to integrate a reading of the Watcher tradition that is 
made clear in Jubilees (4.15). This is not to suggest the Instruction tradition is 
original to Jubilees. Through this connection, the author has established a link 
between the Flood tradition and the actions of the bene elohim. By 
incorporating the Instruction/ Asa' el tradition, he has introduced the corruption 
of humanity through the arts of war and the beautifying of the women. 
We have discovered that Hanson's suggestion for a connection with the 
atonement motif of Leviticus 16 lacks the documentary support in the extant 
Aramaic and Greek texts. This is not to suggest that this connection of the 
Leviticus Atonement motif (i.e. Azazel as a demon) to the Enochic material 
was not adopted in a later period, but there is little evidence that this was the 
author's intention at the time of the writing of Aramaic 1 Enoch. 
A more impressive parallel is suggested by Nickelsburg. He argues for a 
connection between the Instruction tradition of BW and the Greek Prometheus 
myth. Nickelsburg's theory suggests an infusion of Greek mythology into 
Jewish literature. This idea is appealing but perhaps unnecessary. As we have 
argued above, identifying the origins of the Prometheus myth is difficult. 
Hesiod could have been influenced by a Semitic tradition that was known by 
both the Greeks and the Jews and through this common tradition the author of 
B W has introduced the Instruction tradition. 
Any definite conclusions about the source of the Instruction/ Asa' el tradition 
are difficult to delineate, but even less confidently can one draw any clear 
conclusions about the author's purpose in using the motif. One option is that 
he was attempting to involve the bene elohim of Genesis 6.1-4 in the 
corruption of humanity and bringing about the Flood. Alternatively, the author 
may have been trying to deflect some of the blame from the Watchers and 
maintain a connection to the Adamic concept of human responsibility for evil 
in the world. The Instruction tradition makes room for a division of 
responsibility for evil between the angels and humans. This theme suggests 
that humans may have persuaded the angels to seek out sexual relations with 
the women. Without this human influence, the angels are fully responsible 
because of their rebellion for the events that folIo\\'. 
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4.4 The Shemihazah Tradition 
The Shemihazah myth is made up of several layers of tradition that have been 
combined over a lengthy period of time probably during or prior to the 
Hellenistic period. The original myth, likely based on Genesis 6.1-4 or 
possibly an oral tradition,l°O was supplemented by the author with the 
Instruction tradition (1 Enoch 8), the punishment and eschatological material 
(l Enoch 12-16), and perhaps, finally, the visionary material of chapters 17-
36. The fragments from Qumran reveal that all these different layers were 
likely brought together as BWby the late third or early second centuries B.C.E. 
This could push the date of composition of the Shemihazah myth to an earlier 
period, possibly early third or late fourth centuries. B.C.E. 
In this section, I will attempt to show how the authors of B W used and 
expanded the biblical tradition of the bene elohim. It becomes apparent that by 
including these characters, the author recognized a need to tell the story of the 
rebellion of the Watchers and the consequences of their action. 101 The bene 
elohim have been described as a rebellious group of angels who, led by their 
chief Shemihazah, have broken the law of the cosmos and produced offspring. 
These offspring became the giants in B W whose spirits would represent evil. 
4.4.1 Who is Shemihazah? 
The first major expansion of the Genesis text in BW occurs with the appointing 
of a group of leaders over the bene eiohim 102 of which Shemihazah is the 
100 Milik and others have argued for a Genesis dependence on the Shemihazah tradition of 
J Enoch based upon the "abridged and allusive" formulation of the Genesis text; see Milik, 
Books of Enoch, 30-32. Milik contends that the author of Genesis has deliberately paralleled 
the J Enoch text in a common stylistic form, which he argues the author of BW has referred to 
in the Astronomical Book. Similarly, the author of the Epistle of Enoch summarizes a more 
detailed account of the birth of Noah in J Enoch 106-7. This hypothesis, however, does not 
prove the direction of dependency between the two traditions. See Nickelsburg, Commentary, 
166. 
101 There are several possible reasons why the author told this story. For example: the 
origin of evil spirits, the cultural clash between Judaism and Hellenism, or a religious clash 
between different groups within Judaism; for all of which a case could be made that it was the 
purpose of the author. 
102 The names of these leaders found in 6.7 (cf. 69.2) vary between the Aramaic, Greek, 
and Ethiopic listings, but most of the problems can be resolved. See Knibb's explanation of 
the difficulties in Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 69-76 and Black, Boole of Enoch, 116-24. 
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chief.103 In 1 Enoch 6.3, he is described as the leader of the angels, the sons of 
heaven, who saw the daughters of men and desired them. 104 The text indicates 
that Shemihazah, as the leader of the Watchers, is the angel primarily 
responsible for the actions of the entire group. No such leader is named in the 
Genesis narrative. To this end, BW differs from the biblical text by naming the 
Fallen Angels and assigning them a leader, but it is difficult to identify why 
the author relates this information (or as Milik might have suggested, why the 
author of Genesis omitted it). Although there is some doubt whether or not 
Asa' el should be considered the chief of the Watchers, lOS several scholars have 
conjectured that the roles of two chief angels are paralleled in the model of the 
Babylonian antediluvian kings and sages; Shemihazah is a king and Asa' el is a 
sage. 106 
Others have attempted to draw a parallel between Shemihazah and the 
Watchers on the one hand, and the Titans of Hesiod's Theogony, on the other. 
Glasson argues that in BW we have a Jewish borrowing of material from 
Hesiod's Theogony. He cites two sources for this parallel. The first is Judith 
103 Job 1.6 and 2.1 present a similar hierarchy amongst the angels. Shemihazah could be 
equated with l~tDil although it is difficult to determine in the Job passages if l~tDil is the 
leader of the bene elohim. 
104 A similar motif is found also in the biblical tradition. Beginning in Gen 1.26, several 
references place angels in leadership roles: "Let us make man in our image" (See Levenson's 
argument chapter 3, p. 68f.). It has been argued that the angels were part of a heavenly court 
that Yahweh ruled over. Job 1.6 and 2.1 describe the sons of God as a type of court that 
continually presents itself before the Lord. Ps 82.1, 6 describe them as a group of beings that 
have dealt unjustly with the people given into their care by God. Ps 89.5-7 describes them as 
"the assembly of holy ones" who are the council of the Most High. Dan 12.1 describes the 
angel Michael as "the great prince who stands over the sons of your people." There is a 
similar leadership role ascribed to the bene elohim of Gen 6.2 in Gen Rab. 26.5 and Targum 
Onkelos and Neofiti. However, the authors of these later Jewish writings appear to be 
ascribing these leadership characteristics, at least on the surface, to humans rather than angels, 
i.e. R. Simeon bar Yohai - "sons of judges or nobles"; Onkelos - "sons of the great ones"; 
Neofiti - "sons of the judges." See my discussion in the chapter 3, which suggests that these 
authors were alluding to angels by their choice of terminology. 
lOS There is no reference in BW that identifies Asa'el as the chief of the Watchers. He is 
only singled out in 8.1 and 10.8 because of the type of instruction that he gave to humanity. 
Only in later traditions do we find that he was ascribed some sort of chief role in the tradition. 
This role could have its origins in the Animal Apocalypse in which Tiller has identified the 
first star to fall from heaven as Asa' el. Tiller has dated the Animal Apocalypse to 
approximately 165 B.C.E., see Tiller, Animal Apocalypse, 78-9. This does not specifically 
attribute the role of a chief of the Watchers (i.e. Shemihazab tradition), but rather only 
ascribes to him a significant role in the history of Israel. 
106 See Milik, Books of Enoch, 29. Milik equates these two figures with the human figures 
Noah (king) and Enoch (sage). 
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16.6, which, he proposes, provides a possible Hebrew parallel (of which there 
is no extant Hebrew text) that identifies the giants of Genesis 6.4 as the sons of 
the Titans. 107 Glasson suggests that the Titans can be identified as the 
Watchers, that is the bene elohim of Genesis 6. The second source is the 
Sibylline Oracle 2.228f., which, Glasson argues, identifies the Titans and the 
giants as those who were overtaken by the Flood. Glasson also suggests that 
the authors of Jude 6 and 2 Peter 2.4 were influenced by the words of Hesiod; 
however, the language cited by Glasson (Tartarus, chains, gloom) could have 
been adopted through Jewish traditions such as 1 Enoch or other works.108 It 
thus seems unnecessary to agree fully with Glasson's conclusion. The general 
use of the term YIYOS (or a form of it) in the Septuagint seems to indicate that 
this was a common synonym for gibborim (see discussion above, ch. 3, 
3.2.4.2). 
4.4.1.1 Origin oJthe Name oJShemihazah 
The Aramaic fragments from Qumran (4QEn8 I iii 6 [1 Enoch 6.7]; 4QEn8 I iv 
1 [1 Enoch 8.3]) write the angel's name as either ilTn"orv (6.7) or "orv inn 
(8.3). The name may be translated "my name has seen," "he sees the name" or 
"vision of God. "109 Nickelsburg suggests that the name is given in "anticipation 
107 "For their mighty one did not fall by the hands of the young men, nor did the sons of 
the Titans strike him down, nor did tall giants set upon him; but Judith daughter of Merari 
with the beauty of her countenance undid him." It is possible that the Titans (TITaVTtuv) and 
giants (YlyavTES') could be paralleled in this passage, but there is nothing to identify the tall 
giants as the gibborim of Genesis 6.4. 
108 See Glasson, Greek Influence, 63~. See also Pearson, "Resurrection and Judgment," 
36. Pearson argues that post-biblical Jewish authors saw a clear connection between the giants 
of the Hebrew Bible and the Titans of Greek mythology. See also Stuckenbruck, "Angels and 
Giants," 370; idem, "Giant Mythology and Demonology." Cf. Dimant "The Fallen Angels," 
48, who argues "there is no need to suppose that in every case in which the translators used 
this word (YI yavTES') they intended to convey the full mythological meaning of the concept"; 
see Odyssey 7.59, 206; 2 Sam 5.18; Jud 16.6 for (YlyavTES') in non-mythical uses. See also 
N ickelsburg, Commentary, 221; and Hendel, "Of Demigods," 18-9. There can also be a close 
association found between 1 Enoch 88.2-3 and Theogony 675, 713-26. The Animal 
Apocalypse material describes Michael as "hurling stones and earth quaking"; similar imagery 
to that found in the Theogony material. 
109 See Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2:67-8. For a summary of the various ways to translate the 
names, see Nickelsburg, Commentary, 178. He identifies the yod as a first person singular 
suffix - my name; see Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2:70; Sokoloff, "Notes on the Aramaic 
Fragment of Enoch," 207; and Joseph Fitzmyer, "Now This Melchizedek," CBQ 5 (1963): 
305-21. Black rejects this proposal and suggests the yod is a case ending that denotes 
genitival relationship between the two parts of each name - "vision of God." 
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of the motif of God seeing the sins committed on the earth" in verses 9.1, 5, 11 
(cf. Gen 6.5, 11, 12).110 Martin Noth has argued that the initial part of the 
name, CiD, is the Phoenician god Esmun and is associated with theophoric 
appellations: C'~iD~, and 1 'iD~iD found in Elephantine and the biblical 
examples .t)""~iD (Josh 17.2); i1rJ"iD~ (2 Kgs 17.30) and i'i~~' ri~t'~ (Amos 
8.14); and '~'~iD (1 Sam l.20).111 Following the pattern of the names of the 
angels in 8.3 (cf. also 1 Enoch 20) in which the name of the angel is made to 
represent the type of instruction he taught, this may also be the case with 
i1Tn"rJiD.112 
Although we cannot be sure if the Greek translators of 1 Enoch had direct 
use of a Semitic Vorlage, two possibilities exist for a reading of the name. The 
first option is that the name could be read as i1T~"~C which could account for 
the Greekpan reading of LEI.1I0S6: and possibly the Greeksync reading of 
LEjJIOSCX5.1\3 However, it appears the Greek translators were generally writing 
11 for the Aramaic ~,114 with the exception of 4QEna I iii 9 in which the reading 
of the name '~Cl.t) is transcribed in the Greekpan as AOEOA (cf. 4QEna I iii 23 -
'~Cl.t) - [Milik's reconstruction], which the Greekpan sync translators have read 
as ASOllA). A second possibility, and a more likely one, is that the translators 
read (Milik's reconstruction) n as i1 - i1Ti1"~iD. The common transliteration of 
the i1 is the Greek 0. 115 
Nickelsburg further suggests that the name could have originally read 
Semayyahazah, "Heaven has seen," which indicates a possible circumlocution 
for God by the use of the word heaven. Considering the use of "sons of 
110 Nickelsburg, Commentary, 179. This is an interesting thought, but perhaps Black's 
suggestion of vision of God is more plausible considering the visionary material that follows. 
III See Martin Noth, Die Israelitischen Personennamen im Rahmen der Gemeinsemitischen 
Namengebung (Stuttgart: Kohlhammer, 1928), 33-4. Noth suggests that the name Shemihazah 
possibly originates in the name lrJt:.·~ who was a god of vegetation in Palestine and Syria thus 
allowing the connection to the "cutting of roots" in his instruction. 
112 One possibility of Shemihazah's task prior to his fall was to be a messenger of visions 
or prophetic type deeds. 
113 I f this is the case, it would appear to be a misreading by the scribe, as ~i~ is not 
attested in Hebrew or Aramaic. 
114 Loren Stuckenbruck, in a personal conversation, suggests this may simply be e\'idence 
for the collapse of guttural sounds. 
115 If this reading is accepted, then the name Shemihazah could be translated as "my name 
has dreamt" or "he has dreamed my name" possibly referring to Enoch's dream visions that 
would follow. However, this is not attested in biblical Aramaic; therefore, it is likely the 
better reading is as suggested above "my name has seen" or "he sees the name." 
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heaven" for sons of God in verse 6.2, this should be given consideration. 
However, Nickelsburg notes two problems with this reading: (l) the use of the 
yod as first person suffix; (2) the spelling needed to attain this reading would 
have required the elimination of an aleph or the assimilation of a nun by the 
h Cet, both of which are unlikely. The Greek texts are no help in this question, 
as they appear to be simply a transliteration of the Aramaic, one that seems to 
have presented some difficulty to the translators. The following chart outlines 
the occurrences of the name Shemihazah in the extant documents: 
Knibb 
Verse Ge'ez Ge'ez Greeksync a Greeksyncb Greekpan Aramaic 
Not 
1 En 6.3 Semyaza Semyaza Lq.lloSa5 Extant Lq.llosa :iTn"rJc I16 
~ Tn" rJ t:' 117 
Not -·n"rJ r' III ~
1 En 6.7 Semyaza Semyaza Lq.lloSa5 Extant LEI.110Sa 118 
'mezarak Not ~Tn "rJt:,120 
1 En 8.3 119 Amezarak LEIJ1Osa5 Extant LEIJI010S- :i [Tn"rJi.:,121 
1 En 9.7 Semyaza Semyaza Not Extant LEIJIOS9 LEIJIOS05 ~Tn "rJt:'I~~ 
lEn Not 
10.11 Semyaza Semyaza LEIJ10SaV Extant LEIJ IOr9 ~[Tn"]6um 
lEn Not Not Not 
69.2124 Semyaza Semyaza Not Extant Extant Extant Extant 
Little in the extant texts concerning the construction of the name can help to 
clarify the role Shemihazah other than he was the chief angel. As their leader, 
116 Milik makes a curious reconstruction in 4QEnb liS with ~Tn"r.:i.:.' without explanation. 
Knibb suggests the Aramaic was the same as that found in 6.7 and 8.3 - ~Tn'r.:t:. 
117 See 4QEn8 I iii 6; see Milik, Books of Enoch, 150. 
118 Reconstruction by Milik - 4QEnc I ii 7; ibid., 188. 
119 Knibb argues this is an inner Ethiopic corruption of Semyaza; see Knibb, Ethiopic 
Enoch,2:82. 
1204QEn8 1 iv 1; Milik, Books of Enoch, 157. 
121 Reconstruction by Milik - 4QEnb I iii 1; ibid., 170. 
122 Reconstruction by Milik - 4QEn8 I iv 21; ibid., 158. 
123 Partial reconstruction by Milik - 4QEnb I iv 9; ibid., 175. 
124 The list of Watchers in 69.2 is considered a later supplement copied from the Eth. 6.7. 
The differences are considered scribal errors. For discussion of the errors, see Knibb, Ethiopic 
Enoch, 2: 159. 
Reception of the "Sons of God" in the Book of Watchers 134 
he convinced the other Watchers to transgress the laws of the cosmos, which 
resulted in the emergence of evil spirits. 
4.4.2 Shemihazah's Role in the Instruction Tradition J15 
1 Enoch 8.3 describes Shemihazah's role in the Instruction tradition within a 
list of several other Watchers whose instruction is known through their 
names.
126 This angel appears to take up a position under the leadership of 
Asa'el at this point. But as noted earlier, this is perhaps due to prominence 
ascribed to Asa'el because of the harmfulness of the instruction given by him 
to humanity rather than due to an actual shift of the responsibility of 
leadership. The task of Shemihazah (8.3) was to teach the magical arts "orv [. . 
. rrv,rv .o~pO' ,]"i:Jn ')'~ inn (4QEn8 1 iv 1 - 1 Enoch 8.3), a teaching that 
may have been in practice during the composition of B W. 127 The text of 
GreekP8n states, "Semiazas taught enchantments and cutting of roots," while 
Greeksync reads, "And still also the first of them Semiazas taught [how] to be 
125 The instruction of the angels in 8.3 is part of the larger Instruction tradition of 8.1-4, 
which has long been considered an interruption to the Shemihazah story. It appears possible 
that a similar interpolation was made at the end of 7.1 - "and they taught them sorcery, 
enchantments, and roots and they made known to them the herbs." Cf. Hanson, "Rebellion in 
Heaven"; Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth"; Newsom, "Development of 1 Enoch"; 
Molenberg, "Roles of Shemihaza and Asa'el"; Dimant, "Methodological Perspective"; 
Collins, "Methodological Issues." 
126 This list helps explain the possible instruction of all twenty of the Watchers described 
in 6.7. The list of names provided in verse 6.7 relates little about whom these angels are, but 
their names seem to be related to some part of the heavens or act of nature. For discussion on 
the complexity of the list of names in 6.7; 8.3; and 69.2 see Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 69-76. 
See also Sib. Or. 1.87-103 which may contain a parallel to the teachings of the Watchers. 
Line 97 seems to reflect the idea that their names indicated the task with which they 
accomplished - "Different ones devised that with which they were concerned." There have 
been no explanations offered as to why we are given only a small portion of the duties of the 
twenty leaders. It would seem appropriate that if the two hundred angels have been divided 
into groups, then each group would have assigned tasks, which would be designated by the 
name of their leader. It is, however, difficult to determine the teachings of the other twelve 
Watchers from the Shemihazah tradition. 
127 See Milik, Books of Enoch, 157; Milik reconstructs "and cutting of roots." Nickelsburg 
argues, "the point of the passage is that various kinds of magical and divinatory practice have 
their source in an angelic rebellion"; see Nickelsburg, Commentary, 197. It is unclear if these 
practices were connected to the demonic during the author's time. Nickelsburg states, "The 
magical arts and certain kinds of mantic ism represent a tradition that is demonic in origin." I 
would argue this is going beyond what the text relates about the Watchers; they are 
responsible for evil spirits, but they themselves are not demons. 
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impulsive according to the mind and the roots of the plants of the earth."128 The 
Ethiopic reads, "Amezarak taught all those who cast spells and cut roots." All 
versions appear, at least, to agree that the teaching of Shemihazah involved 
casting spells of some kind. 129 
A question should be raised about the negative consequences of the 
instruction given by the angels listed in 1 Enoch 8.3.130 Two points should be 
highlighted. First, some fragments of the Dead Sea Scrolls contain instructions 
that allow for legitimate use of incantations, the casting of spells, and the use 
of herbs for healing. Especially important in this regard are the following texts: 
4Q510 1.4-5; 4Q511 35.6-8; 48, 49, 51 (speaks of the sage subjugating evil 
spirits by declaring the splendour of God); 4Q560 (the casting out of spirits); 
4Q444 (speaks of the suppression of demonic spirits - spirits of the bastards -
C"'T~[~ n,n" .. .J); l1Qll 2 (Solomon subjugated the spirits and the 
demons); and l1Q5 27.9 (songs sung by David over those possessed by evil 
128 G ksync d" r' ,., , ~ ~ r 'r'r ~ ... " ,~ ree rea s ETI uE Kal ° rrpC"lTOpxOS aUTUlV LE~.IIa.,as Eulua.,EV Elval opyas KaTa TOU 
VOOS, Kat PI~OS ~oTav~v Tl]S yl]s. This reading is very difficult to translate. According to 
Black, it perhaps implies "sooth-sayers"; see Black, Book of Enoch, 128. Black suggests it is 
"an irrecoverable corruption"; if correct, this would imply a longer recension than we have 
available in the Qumran fragments. Knibb suggests that "these variants should be attributed to 
the editorial activity of Syncellus"; see Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 82.Greeksync is in close 
agreement with 4QEnB l iv 1-5 and 4QEnb I iii 1-5 concerning the number of angels involved 
in the instruction of 8.3. The Aramaic texts have identified the teaching of the third through 
the eighth angel by his name that is closely transliterated in the Greeksync text. 
129 The question that is left unanswered is; who or what were these spells being cast 
against? It is possible that 1 Enoch 9.7 implies that Shemihazah made the spells known to the 
angels with him, who then used them against the humans. See T. Reuben 5.6 in which women 
were deceived by the appearance of the Watchers. 
130 Cf. the instruction of the Watchers in Jubilees 4.15 which has no negative connotation to it. 
Dimant suggests that the text does not mention a negative effect of the instruction of Shemihazah 
(and others of 8.3) upon humanity, see Dimant, "Methodological Perspective," 324. The task of 
the other angels in 8.3 is one that can be primarily related to astrology. Praeparatio Evangelica 
9.17.3 states that Abraham "excelled all in nobility and wisdom; he sought and obtained the 
knowledge of astrology." This statement seems to imply that the instruction of the angels 
concerning the sun and moon and stars was not looked upon negatively. Cf. 1 Enoch 65.6, which 
addresses the negative adoption of the angelic teachings by humanity, but does not necessarily 
present the teachings in a negative light - "and a command has gone out from before the Lord 
against those who dwell upon the dry ground that this must be their end, for they have learnt all the 
secrets of the angels, and all the their secret power." 1 Enoch 65.6-8 appear to communicate the 
Instruction tradition of 8.1-3. See also Sib. Or. 1.87-103, which appears to be a parallel of the 
teaching of the Watchers and Genesis 4. According to Sib. Or. 1.88, these Watchers appear to be 
human. They are apparently punished for some deed as they are bound up in Tartarus and made as 
retribution to Gehenna - 10.13. It is possible that we have here an allusion to the Prometheus 
myth. 
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spirits).13J However, when considering this evidence one must realize the 
problems connected with assuming that similar practices were taking place 
when B W was being composed. 
Second, in light of the presence of these fragments, and the possible 
practice by members of the community, the teachings listed in 1 Enoch 7.1 and 
8.3 were not necessarily condemned throughout 2TP Judaism. The instruction 
ascribed to Shemihazah (and the angels with him in 7.1) appears to be 
inconsequential compared to the act of intercourse. 132 In the charge against 
Shemihazah and the others in 10.11, their teachings are not identified as a 
reason for their punishment. In 9.7, the author notes the issue of the teaching 
of spells,133 but this is only from the address of the archangels to the Lord 
concernmg the complaints from the earth. Verses 6 and 7 address the 
punishment of Asa'el and Shemihazah, but verse 7 perhaps indicates that 
Shemihazah did not teach humanity how to cast spells, but rather taught the 
angels under his authority. It could be argued that 7.1c describes the angels 
teaching the skills to the women, but this text seems to be incongruous in the 
Shemihazah tradition. However, 4QEna I iii 1501 iliD1n rJ~ il~~~~1), "and 
they teach them sorcery and ... " (see also Greekpan version of 7.1c) suggests 
the angels taught spells and enchantments to the humans. Nonetheless, it is not 
necessary that we read negative connotations into this practice. 1:\4 
13l Cf. also the seventh c. B.C.E. Hebrew incantation against night demons found in 
Assyrian town of Hadattu; see H. Torczyner, "A Hebrew Incantation Against Night-Demons 
From Biblical Times," JNES 6 (1947): 18-29. 
m Newsom argues that Shemihazah's role in the Instruction tradition is in relation to the 
seduction of women or the teaching of the giants (7.1; 9.8; 10.7); see Newsom, "Development 
of 1 Enoch," 314. A further negative implication may be applied to this instruction when one 
considers that this instruction was taught to the giants. However, there is no evidence within 1 
Enoch that the giants used the instruction of 8.3 in their oppression of humanity. It perhaps 
may be implied in Jubilees 10.12 that the spirits of the giants used the magical aspects of the 
instruction to seduce and corrupt humanity, cf. also Jubilees 11.8. 
133 Cf. Greekpan and Greeksync of which neither has "Shemihazah has made known spells." 
See 1 Enoch 1 O. 7b - this verse is sandwiched between the punishment of Asa' el and the 
blame for all sin to be placed upon him. The verse states, "For I shall restore the earth, so that 
not all the sons of men shall be destroyed through the mystery of everything which the 
Watchers made known and taught to their sons." The difficulty here is who are the Watchers. 
Is it referring to Shcmihazah and those with him? If so, this would qualify the instruction 
from 7.1 and 8.3 as destructivc. A second interpretation could be that this instruction was 
something that the Watchers gavc specifically to their offspring and is not the same type of 
instruction that is referred to in 7.1 and 8.3. 
1:\4 Sec disclission on 7.1-8.3 in Knibb, Ethiopic £lIoeh. 76-84. 
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Hanson suggests that the teaching motif was first evident III the 
Instruction/ Asa' el tradition and later taken up by the Shemihazah tradition. He 
states that the culture-heroes were present in the Near Eastern world prior to 
the emergence of the Prometheus myth, as is evident in Berossos and Genesis 
4. These hero myths can be traced to the third millennium B.C.E. in which the 
heroes taught humans divine secrets, which brought about the development of 
civilization. 135 At its introduction, the instruction of the Greek hero myths and 
the Watcher tradition appears in a positive light and only takes on a negative 
aspect within the context of the story. Based upon the topics listed in 1 Enoch 
8.3, these teachings do not suggest they should be construed in a negative 
light. Hanson states that the Greek authors (i.e. Proticus and Euhemeros) 
transformed those who were once human into deities because of their 
contribution to the world. This leads to the question: did the author of Genesis 
6 know of this practice of the Greek authors? If so, this may account for the 
identification of these heroes as bene elohim. 
How then may readers and hearers in the second century B.C.E. have 
understood this material, given that the content of the instruction in 1 Enoch 
8.3 is not regarded as harmful in nature per se?\36 The particular subject of the 
instruction (i.e. sorcery, power of spell-casting, astrology) may help place the 
Instruction tradition in a historical context, i.e. around the time of Babylonian 
exile. It may be suggested this particular section of B W could very easily bring 
to mind Isaiah 47, that is, the prophets rebuke of Babylon for its practice of 
sorcery and divination (see e.g. verses 9, 11, 12, 13).137 However, a second 
suggestion implies sorcery and divination were accepted practices in early 2TP 
Judaism. This approach, however, would require a change in practice of 
divination that is strictly prohibited in the biblical period (Deut 18.10-12): 
135 Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 228. Cf. Epic of Gilgamesh. and the story of 
Xisouthros preserved in Berossos, which is found in Eusebius, Praeparatio Evange/ica I. X. 
35c. See Jacoby, Die Fragmente der griechischen Historiker, 378-82. text 680.F4. 
136 1 Enoch 1.2b - "And I heard everything from them, and I understood what I saw, but 
not for this generation [the generation of Enoch]. but for a distant generation which will come 
[generation of the author]" indicates that what would follow in the elaboration of Genesis 
6.1-4 would be understood by those who read and heard the interpretation, brackets mine. See 
Dcvorah Dimant, "I Enoch 6-1 I: A Fragment of a Parabiblical \\' ork," JJS 53 (:\ utumn 
2002): 223-37 (232) for discussion on the language of BJI'. 
137 It is possible that these practices had been taken up in the post-exilic period in Israel 
and resulted in apostasy within Israel. 
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There shall not be found among you anyone who makes his son or his daughter pass through 
the fire, one who uses divination, one who practices witchcraft, or one who interprets omens 
or a sorcerer, or one who casts a spell, or a medium, or a spiritist, or one who calls up the 
dead. For whoever does these things is detestable to the Lord. (NASV) 
There is evidence that these practices were common in Israel prior to the exile 
to Babylon. Nevertheless, it is not clear if they were accepted within the sphere 
of the righteous. In 2 Chronicles 33.6 (2 Kgs 2l.6), we are told that King 
Manasseh practised all these things and that he was regarded as evil in the eyes 
of the Lord. Jeremiah 27.9 implies that King Zedekiah of Judah used diviners 
and soothsayers to prophesy to him, but Jeremiah calls them prophets of lies. 138 
It is not clear if these rituals were in and of themselves eviL or if it was 
dependent on the person who was using them, i.e. the righteous could perform 
these rituals for appropriate reasons. In an effort to establish that divination 
was in practice during the second and first centuries S.C.E., we need only look 
to the DSS.139 The presence of "magical" texts at Qumran implies that some 
within the community might not have had difficulty with this particular 
practice of the Watchers. Again, one must keep in mind that because texts 
concerning this custom were found at Qumran, it does not mean that it was 
being carried out when B W (6-1 1) was composed. 
138 Cf. I Sam 28.3b - "And Saul had removed from the land those who were mediums and 
spirits," also 2 Kgs 23.24. See 1 Sam 28.8 where Saul uses a spiritist to conjure up Samuel 
when he is not able to hear God through the prophets. See also Lev 19.31; 20.6, 27 -
prohibitions against the practice of spiritists or mediums; 20.27 in particular - "Now a man or 
a woman who is a medium or a spiritist shall surely be put to death." (NASV) 
139 The language in 4Q20 I iv 1-4 does not appear particularly offensive or damaging in 
the case of Shemihazah, "Shemihazah taught incantations," however, certain aspects of the 
teachings of the other angels, which are related to astronomical reading, may have been 
interpreted as offensive. The Animal Apocalypse (J Enoch 86.1-2) seems to imply that 
because of contact with the single star (Asa'el) that fell from heaven, the bulls (humans) 
changed their way of life, perhaps after being influenced by the instruction of Asa'el. The 
Animal Apocarl'pse does not refer to instruction concerning Shemihazah and the angels with 
him, but rather it makes explicit the sexual sin with quite graphic language (86.4), "all of 
them let out their private parts like horses and began to mount the cows of the bulls 
[daughters of men]." The only actual instruction comes from one of the archangels to Noah 
(89.1), "And one of those four went to a white bull and taught him a mystery." The language 
of "mystery" here seems to apply to knowledge of the revelation of coming events 
(apocalyptic) much the same as in the biblical prophetic literature, cf. 1 Enoch 10.2 and the 
instruction given to Noah in B Jr, "and reveal to him the end which is coming." Translation is 
from Knibb, Elhiopic Enoch, 2: 199, and 87. Cf. Jubilees 12.16-20 where God admonishes 
Abram for seeking signs in the heavens. 
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A subsequent development of the Instruction tradition is found in Jubilees 
10.12-13. 140 This story describes the archangel Raphael instructing Noah how 
to counter the diseases and seductions that the evil spirits of the giants were 
attempting to inflict upon his family. Verse 13 implies that it is an instruction 
which involves the use of the herbs of the earth, that is, the very thing in which 
Shemihazah is seen to have instructed the humans prior to the birth of the 
giants. The Shemihazah tradition perhaps marks the starting point in which the 
mysteries of heaven (l Enoch 9.6; 16.3 141 ), used in a negative manner. played a 
role in the story of the origin of evil in the 2TP. 
4.4.3 Shemihazah Tradition and the "Origin of Evil" 
The Shemihazah tradition and the account of the origin of evil are found in 1 
Enoch 6-11. It is a story that describes, in greater detail than Genesis 6.1-4, 
the union between the bene elohim and the daughters of men. The birth of 
giant offspring of this union was the starting point of the destruction of 
creation. The resulting expansion of the Genesis 6.1-4 myth in 1 Enoch 6-11 
introduces a secondary motif of the origin of evil (i.e. in addition to the 
Adamic myth)142 and more importantly provides an explanation for the Flood 
narrative in Genesis 6.5f. 143 The origin of evil in this case is the breaking of the 
law of the cosmos by a group of archangels who were, in some capacity, in the 
service of God prior to the act. Although the transgression of the angels is not 
stated explicitly in the Genesis narrative, the sin of the Watchers is made clear 
in the introductory chapters of BW, 1 Enoch 1-5. Chapter 1 verse 5 clearly 
states that the Watchers will come under the wrath of God in the future. The 
sin of the Watchers is defined by implication in chapter 2 verse 1: they have 
140 See Charles, Book of Jubilees, 80, n. 4. 
141 I Enoch 16.3 is considered a problematic text. For discussion, see Knibb, Ethiopic 
Enoch 102. 
142 It should be noted that the Adamic myth is not a prominent theme in the 2TP. Apart 
from the Hebrew Bible there is little mention of it. There is perhaps an allusion to it in I En 
32.6. 
143 VanderKam argues that chapters 6-11 represent the core of the myth of I Enoch, James 
C. VanderKam, Biblical Interpretation in I Enoch and Jubilees (JSPSup 14; Sheffield: JSOT 
Press, 1993), 103. This is true to the degree that it is the primary expansion of the Genesis 
narrative, but it seems it would be warranted to include chapters 15-16 within the core 
message of I Enoch. 
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transgressed the law of the cosmos.l44 Chapter 5 verse 4 states that those 
(Watchers and humans) who have broken the law of the Lord "will not have 
peace," a phrase that is found on several instances in chapters 12-16 referring 
to the Watchers (e.g. 12.5, 6; 13.1; 14.4; 16.4). It is reasonable to assume that 
the chief aim of 1 Enoch 1-16 is to demonstrate and accentuate the nature of 
the sin of the angels and, secondarily, humans. 
Several motifs within the Shemihazah tradition are alluded to in the Genesis 
narrative. The author of B W has interpreted the action described in Genesis 6.2 
as a "great sin" that the angels have done, a characteristic missing from the 
Genesis story, "the sons of God saw that the daughters of men were beautiful; 
and they took wives for themselves, whomever they chose." This "unlawful 
sexual act" 145 is then identified in 1 Enoch 6.3 as the great sin for which 
Shemihazah does not want to be solely responsible,l46 perhaps an allusion to 
the punishment of Asa'el in 10.8 - "and against him write down all sin."147 The 
language within the Shemihazah tradition (i.e. language of defilement, cf. 1 
Enoch 15) demonstrates that the angels had violated boundaries that had been 
set by God to govern the cosmos (see 1 Enoch 15.4-7; 2.1). 1 Enoch 7.1 states: 
"and they took to themselves women; each one of them chose for him a 
woman. And they began to go into them and they were defiled by them."148 
144 "Contemplate all the events in heaven, how the lights in heaven do not change their 
courses, how each rises and sets in order, each at its proper time, and they do not transgress 
their law," translation is from Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 60-1. Cf. also Pss. Sol. 18.10-12 and T. 
Naphtali 3.5 - "Likewise the Watchers departed from nature's order." Cf. 1 Enoch 21.6; 
seven stars are equated to the Watchers, possibly the seven who are accused of instruction in 
8.1-3. Verse 5.4 also accuses them of being "hard of heart" a phrase that is also attributed to 
them in 4Q266 II 2.17-18. Compare also Jubilees 7.21 - "For owing to the three things came 
the flood upon the earth, namely owing to fornication wherein the Watchers against the law of 
their ordinances went a whoring after the daughters of men." See Collins, "Apocalyptic 
Technique," 96, Collins argues that the Law of the Lord is not the Sinai Law but the Law of 
Nature which guides the actions of the beings within the realms of the universe. 
145 See Greekpan 6.3; cf. 1 Thess 4.4-6. 
146 It is implied in 1 Enoch 6.2 that Shemihazah has proposed this action that the angels 
create their own offspring - "Come let us choose for ourselves women from the men and we 
shall beget for ourselves children," but 1 Enoch 6.4 indicates it was a group decision. 
147 Translation is from Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2:88; cf. Greekpan and Greek'ync - "and 
upon him will be written all sins." 
148 Greek'ync reads "And these all of the remaining ones in the one thousand, one hundred 
and seventy years of the world took to themselves a woman, and they began to corrupt 
themselves with them." Cf. also 9.8, 9; 10.7, 11; 12.4; 15.3. Each of these passages 
establishes a negative result from the mingling of the spiritual bene elohim and the flesh of 
humans; a result that would require the cleansing of the earth, see 10.22. It is possible that 
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Shemihazah and those with him are well aware of the consequences of their 
actions inasmuch as they swear an oath that binds them with curses to carry 
out the act (6.4-5), perhaps sealing their fate to destruction. It is clear that 
Shemihazah is the leader of the angels who had intercourse with the women, 
but it is unclear why the author chose to single out his role considering there is 
no hint of a leader of the bene elohim in the Genesis 6 passage. 149 
The issue of cosmological defilement of the Watchers is reasonably 
straightforward in B W. It concerns the result of the actions of the angels in J 
Enoch 7.1 b. According to the Greekpan version of 7.1 b ("and they began to go 
into them and they were defiled by them") and the Greeksync version ("and they 
began to be corrupted by them until the Flood"), the angels were defiled 
because of their contact with the women. 150 The text of 7.1 (also 9.8) does not 
describe specifically how the Watchers were defiled. Several have suggested 
that the menstrual blood of the women corrupted the Watchers: this, however, 
is not clearly supported in the Greek or Ethiopic versions of B W. 151 There are 
Greeksync 6.2 assigns blame for the incident to the women, "and the Watchers lusted after 
them and they were seduced by them." This motif appears likely to have been a part of the 
Watcher tradition found in Jubilees 5.1, which states that God sent the angels to the earth 
prior to their sinful act. Cf. 4Q530 2.7; 3.11 in which it may be implied that the Watchers 
were gardeners who came down from heaven to watch over the earth. See discussion in 
Stuckenbruck, Book of Giants, 113-16. The seductive powers of the women could have been 
brought about by the instruction of Asa'el (8.1). 
149 The punishment of the Watchers, described in 10.11-14, is a corporate punishment, 
with Shemihazah singled out by name, which is likely due to his leadership status among the 
angels. His leadership role in the Watchers is verified again in 6.7 (see also 9.7) in which he 
is described as the leader of the twenty angels who are suggested as the leaders of groups of 
ten angels, "And they were two hundred, the ones who descended in the days of Yared to the 
peak of Mt. Hermon" (Greeksync 6.6). A variation of the Watcher tradition found in Jubilees, 
which is believed to be a later and much narrower expansion of the Gen 6.1-4 tradition, does 
not identify any of the angels by name, but does, however, identify the name of the "chief of 
the spirits" Mastema (Jubilees 10.8). See also Jubilees 4.15, 22; 5.1, 9; 7.21; 8.3; and 10.5. 
150 However, there is a difficulty with the Ethiopic, perhaps resolved, as Knibb suggests, 
by a misreading of 1J1CXIVEOeCXl as IJIYUVEOeCX1, Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 76-77. Knibb argues 
for what he describes as a more plausible answer; "a confusion within the Aramaic between 
l'O~ "to be mixed up" [lit. "to sink"] and C)~O~ 'to be defiled.'" This of course would 
require a direct influence of the Aramaic on the Ethiopic. Unfortunately, there is no Aramaic 
fragment for this passage. See also 9.8. 
151 See Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priest," 118-19. Suter argues the angels were defiled 
by the women's blood. Nickelsburg argues the angels slept with the women during their 
menstrual period, Nickelsburg, Commentary, 271. VanderKam interprets the blood described 
in 1 Enoch 15.4 as menstrual blood, which resulted in a violation of Lev 18.19. VanderKam. 
AIIs.:d Ston' in Jubilees. 165. Cf. Dimant who argues that to suggest menstrual blood would be 
a s~retch of the text. Dimant, "Methodological Perspective." 324. 
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four possible reasons for the defilement of the angels by their intercourse with 
women: 
1. The angels had sex with menstruating women - 10.11 (oKo8opOIO)152 _ 
the problem with this approach is how did the women become pregnant if they 
had sex during their period?153 
2. The angels had sex with virgin women (ii "n::l) - the problem with this is 
that the blood of a virgin was not seen as unclean. 154 
3. The angels had sex with adulterers - the text of Greekpan sync 10.9 
indicates that the partners of the angels were adulterers and fornicators; 
meaning they were having sexual relations with the angels outside of marriage 
(see excursus "Marriage in Genesis 6.2" below).155 
4. The angels were defiled because they crossed the line between eternal 
immortal beings and "flesh and blood" (2.1; 15.4-7). 1 Enoch 10.22 states the 
earth shall be cleansed from all oKo8opOIO, perhaps describing the result of the 
152 Milik reconstructs 4QEnb 1 iv qi1n~o'~::J li1::J i1::J~no~, ~~fDJ]; "with women to 
defile themselves in their uncleanness," Milik, Books of Enoch, 175. 
153 There are six times in which clI<:a8apola, or a form of it (clKa8apolas or clKo8apolalS) is 
used in the LXX to render the Hebrew i1,J, the word usually related to menstrual blood or 
impurity, see Lev 15.24, 30; 18.9; Ezek 22.10; 36.17; and Ezra 9.11. Four times the word 
Cx<l>e~pov (or Cx<l>e~p"tl) is used to translate more precisely the Hebrew i1,J. Three of these refer 
to menstrual impurity, Lev 15.25, 26; Pss. Sol. 8.12; and once in 2 Chr 29.5 in which i1,J 
refers to those things which must be removed from the Temple. 1 Enoch 15.4 appears to be 
the only sticking point for uncleanness other than through blood - "through the blood of the 
women you were defiled." There is no Aramaic fragment available; Knibb argues the Ethiopic 
is corrupt, "you became unclean upon the women." This, however, does not require it to be 
menstrual blood (likely Cx<l>e~p"tl for i1,J). The blood of the women may indicate what is 
coming in the rest of the verse - that offspring would be born to the angels through "flesh and 
blood," which seems to be a reflection upon the mortality of humanity and now the angels. 
154 The angels may have taken for themselves virgins from the daughters of men. If this is 
the case, a later written tradition, m. Niddah 1.3, states that the blood of a virgin (i1"n::J) is 
clean and therefore does not defile the participants; this being the blood from first-time 
sexual intercourse. R. Eliezer states that a virgin is only unclean during the time of her flow -
also R. Joshua. See also the discussion in b. Niddah IIa-b. 
ISS In Bereshith Rabbah 26.2 on Genesis 6.2, Rabbi Judan states that the line "and they 
took them wives" means they took married women. The T. Reuben 5.6 states that "while the 
women were cohabitating with their husbands, they [the Watchers] appeared to them," see 
Howard C. Kee, "Testaments of the Twelve Patriarchs, in The Old Testament 
Pseudepigrapha, (ed. James H. Charlesworth; 2 vols.; New York: Doubleday, 1983-85), 
1 :775-828 (782-85). Secondary support for this theory identifies the offspring of the union as 
bastards. The Ethiopic and GreekpaR appear to transcribe the Aramaic ~'TCC. Greek'yac bas 
identified the offspring as yiyavTES perhaps due to the inability to identify the word it was 
trying to translate. See also 4Q202 iv 5; 4Q204 v 2; 1 QH xxiv 12 and possibly 1 QH xxiv frag 
6.3; 4Q511 frag 2.3; frag 35.7. Cf. also 1 Enoch 12.4 in which angels were defiled KaTo T~V 
yvval)(~v; and 15.3, "and lain with the women and become unclean by the daughters of m~n 
and you took to yourself women" - does this mean they had more than one? Cf. Gen 4.19 In 
which Lamech takes two women for himself. See also Sir 23.22-26 in which the bastard 
children of an adulterous relationship shall not take root, i.e. shall be killed before the 
assembly. 
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union of the angels and humans. The act of fornication not only defiled the 
angels, but brought cn::a8apol a upon all creation. 156 
Point four seems the most likely reason for the defilement of the angels and the 
earth if one considers the language that follows in 1 Enoch 7.4-6: "And the 
giants turned against them [humans] in order to devour men. And they began 
to sin against birds, and against animals, and against reptiles and against fish, 
and they devoured one another's flesh and drank the blood from it. Then the 
earth complained about the lawless ones. "157 The corruption of the angels by 
the blood of the women may be considered if we are only to take into account 
the effect this action had upon the angels alone, as Suter has argued. 158 
However, the events that follow their defilement by sexual intercourse are the 
focus of B W 6-16, the defilement of the earthly creation. The offspring of 
these unions is shedding blood upon the earth causing the creation to become 
ritually impure and thus requiring the Flood to act as a ritual immersion to 
cleanse the earth of the defilement caused by the Watchers' rebellion against 
heaven and the crossing over into the realm of human mortality.ls9 
1 Enoch 6-11 offers two reasons why the Flood occurred following Genesis 
6.1-4. Firstly, the union of the angels and women resulted in the birth of the 
156 Cf. Jubilees 7.21 which states that the angels through the fornication with women 
caused the beginning of uncleanness on the earth. 
157 Translation from Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 78-79. 
158 See Suter, "Fallen Angel, Fallen Priests." Suter's main argument concerns the issue of 
the purity of the angels (who are, in his view, the Temple priesthood). It appears though the 
central issue of J Enoch 6-16 is not the purity of the angels, but the corruption of humanity 
by the giants because of the actions of the angels and the emergence of evil spirits. Suter 
argues the central concern of the tradition is the effect upon the angels when it is clear from J 
Enoch 15-16 that the results of their actions upon humanity is the key issue as it is in the 
Hellenistic tradition. See Glasson, Greek Influence, also Hesiod, Theogony, and Catalogues of 
Women and Eoiae, and Apollodorus, Library. See also the Odyssey, Book 7.55, 205; 11.315. 
The tradition of BW is concerned with the giants and their effect upon humanity as 
Nickelsburg has rightly pointed out. See Nickelsburg, "Apocalyptic and Myth," 384. 
\S9 Jubilees 4.23-4 - Enoch writes down all the corruption of the children of men for 
which God brings the Flood. J Enoch 89.5 describes the destruction of the Watchers and their 
offspring by the Flood, but it does not mention specifically the cleansing of the earth, but 
perhaps implies it in 89.8, "and the darkness departed and light appeared," translation from 
Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2:201. See also Sib. Or. 1.150-56. This passage describes Noah 
preaching to humanity prior to the Flood, although he is addressing humans, the actions are 
similar to those of the giants in BW. Also, T. Naphtali 3.5 implies that the earth required 
cleansing (by the Flood) because of the actions of the Watchers. The Greek verb used in J 
Enoch 6.11 J.llCxveqVGI is used in other literature in reference to cultic ritual impurity; see 
Josephus J. W. 4.25, 201; Ant. 11.300; and 1 Macc 1.63. 
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giants who destroyed the earth and thus needed to be puni shed. 160 Secondl y. 
because of what humans learned from the angels, they committed evil and 
brought destruction to the earth. A connection may exist in the biblical 
tradition (Gen 6.12-13), which places blame upon the giants for their role in 
the punishment by the Flood (cf. Jub 5.2). 
There is some likelihood that the author of B W understood the reference to 
"flesh" in Genesis 6.3 refers to the giants, "Then the Lord said, 'My spirit shall 
not dwell with man forever, because he is also flesh. '" 1 Enoch 1 0.9 states that 
the giants will be destroyed from the midst of humanity, "for they will not 
have length of days" which could be understood as an allusion to Genesis 6.3. 
Jubilees 5.7-8 makes the connection even clearer, "and against their sons [the 
sons of the Watchers] went forth a command from before his face that they 
should be smitten with the sword and be removed from under heaven. And he 
said, 'My spirit will not always abide on man~ for they also are flesh and their 
days shall be one hundred and twenty years.'''161 Verse 9 follows with a similar 
description of the destruction of giants found in 1 Enoch 1 0.9. 162 
Most of the previous research on B W has concluded that the bene elohim 
(the Watchers) married the daughters of men in Genesis 6.2 (1 Enoch 6.2). It 
has been suggested these unions resulted in the contamination of the angels by 
the menstrual blood of the women. This conclusion has resulted in the 
suggestion that the focus of B W is the corruption of the angels, rather than the 
affect the union had on creation. It also has been suggested that B If is a 
polemic against the priesthood in Jerusalem and their marriages to foreign 
women. In what follows, I present possible textual evidence that may cast 
some doubt that the angels and women were married, and thus casting doubt 
on this hypothesis. 
Excursus: Marriage in Genesis 6.2 
The idea that the bene elohim married the daughters of humanity in Genesis 
6.2 has been the consensus of scholarship for some time, but an examination of 
160 Jubilees 7.21, which clearly ties the Flood to the acts of the Watchers, states: "for 
owing to these three things came the flood u.pon ~he earth. namely .. owing to fornication 
wherein the Watchers against the law of the theIr ordmances went whormg after the daughters 
of men." 
161 Brackets are mine. 
162 See comments on Gen 6.3 in Sarna. Genesis, 46. 
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early Jewish sources seems to leave room for a different interpretation of the 
verse, one that reveals relationships outside the boundaries of matrimony. 
Targum Pseudo-Jonathan has elaborated considerably on verse 2 with 
allusions that seem to point to BW. Michael Maher translates l"rDJ as wives and 
reads verse 2 as "The sons of the great ones saw that the daughters of men 
were beautiful [n'~'~], that they painted their eyes and put on rouge, and 
walked about with naked flesh. They conceived lustful thoughts and they took 
wives to themselves from among all who pleased them. "163 The addition of 
"they [the bene elohim] conceived lustful thoughts," has resulted in 
considerable comments in rabbinic literature. The verse has been interpreted in 
Genesis Rabbah 26.5 to mean that the daughters were n'~'~, virgins; the 
phrase "and they took wives" equates to the bene elohim taking married 
women; and "whomsoever they chose" equates to the taking of males and 
beasts. R. Huna states that the generation of the Flood was blotted out because 
they produced marriage agreements between men and beasts. 
Targum Onkelos makes no additions to verse 2 and Bernard Grossfeld 
translates, without comment, 1" rDJ in Onkelos as wives. l64 Targum Neofiti offers 
some interesting comments on verse 2. The interpretation of bene elohim as 
judges results in R. Shimon b. Y oltai commenting that the "sons of the 
judges," as a result of their position in society, took daughters of the common 
people by force. 16s The Aramaic text of Targum Neofiti has "rDJM, which has 
been expanded by the editor in the text to read rrDJM which could be the result 
of an error in transmission. The other option is that it could be read as men or 
husbands. Grossfeld argues that there are two other possible meanings besides 
an error for "tDJM; 1) that "tDJM is the subject of the verb clause; or 2) it is the 
direct object of the clause which would read "and they took for themselves 
males" which would follow the rabbinic accusations against the generation of 
the Flood of the practice of homosexuality.l66 It seems plausible from the 
163 Maher, Targum Pseudo-Jonathan: Genesis, 38. 
164 Grossfeld, Targum Onqelos to Genesis, 52.. .. " 
165 This is also the view of Ibn Ezra, Ramban, and Rashl. Sarna notes that Cit, '"P , C m 
is the normal language of marriage and does not indicate any type of violence, see Sarna, 
Genesis, 46. See also Cassuto, Genesis, 295. 
166 See Bernard Grossfeld, An Analytic Commentary 01 the Targum Neoftti to Genesu: 
Including Full Rabbinic Parallels (New York: KTA V, 1992); Gen. Rab. 26.5; Tanh. b 33. 
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readings of the Targum that there were other possible interpretations of 1" tDJ in 
the 2TP period. 167 
Josephus' interpretation of Genesis 6.2 in Antiquities 1.72-76 reveals a 
clearer alternative to the relationship that occurred between the bene elohim 
and the women. The first is found in Antiquities I. 73.2 and Josephus' 
description of the angels consorting with women, TToAAol yap aYYEAOI eEOU 
r:' , 168 YUVCXI"I aUVIOVTES. Josephus makes no mention of the angels marrying 
women, but only coming together with them to produce offspring. This is a 
significantly different interpretation of the incident than those encountered in 
the Targumim and other rabbinic literature and presents the possibility that 
Genesis 6.2 was interpreted in this manner. 
J.T. Milik has offered the restoration of line 4QEna l.iii 13 (l Enoch 7.1, 
the parallel to Gen 6.2), which reads F" '~OJ F' ':J, "all of them took to 
themselves," followed by what Milik argues should be read wives, 1"tDJ .169 He 
claims the wording in this line follows "word for word" the text of Genesis 6.2 
(C"tDJ Ci1' ,np",)170 and its reference to the angels entering into marriage with 
the daughters of men. However, the Hebrew of Genesis 6.2 does not follow the 
pattern of text construction required to read, "all of them took to themselves 
wives," suggested by Milik and others. According to the textual evidence, for 
the Hebrew to be read in this manner, one would expect a lamed (') prefix 
attached to C .. tDJ, "women." There are fifty-seven cases in the Hebrew Bible, 
fifteen in Genesis, which describe this particular situation. 171 Five of the 
occurrences in Genesis follow the verb np, (take), which would be similar to 
the reconstruction of Milik in 4QEnal.iii line 8. 172 It appears that for a similar 
167 There is perhaps an allusion being made by Jesus to the doctrine of angels marrying 
women in Matt 22.30 and Mk 12.25. Although it is in reference to the resurrection, he states: 
"For in the resurrection they neither marry, nor are given in marriage, but are like angels in 
heaven." 
168 See Josephus, Ant. 1.73.2. 
169 Milik "Problemes de la literature," 349. 
170 The p~ssages in Hebrew Bible and LXX both follow Milik's suggested "word for word" 
phraseology. The extant Greek texts of I Enoch 7 do not follow the "word for word" pattern 
as one might expect. . 
171 See Gen 12.19; 25.20; 28.9; 34.4, 8 using np,; 16.3; 29.28; 30.4. 9; 38.14; 41.46 uSing 
In); 20.12; 24.67; 34.12; 41.45 using'" "iTn. . . . 
172 Further Milik offers no explanation for hiS use of the verb ::lC) to convey hiS meanmg 
of "to take" i~ line 13 and 4QEn
' 
l.iii line 13 and Enb l.ii line 18. There is no reason for him 
to choose this verb over np, except to impose his presupp?siti~ns of a ~~age .. It ~~ars 
that np, was readily available to the author of I Enoch as IS eVidenced 10 Its use 10 blbhcal 
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idea to be conveyed by the Genesis 6 passage, the verb np ~ should be 
followed by jjiD~' or C" iDj '?, rather than C .. t::J, in order to extract the idea that 
there is a marriage taking place between the angels and the daughters of 
men.
173 It seems that similar language would be needed in 1 Enoch 7.1 if \\'e 
were to understand that a marriage took place between the two parties. 
Targum Onkelos offers multiple instances of the use of 'G"~ ~ (to be a 
wife), which confirm this understanding, one of which appears to imply a legal 
marriage contract. 174 This case is especially important as it discusses the 
marriage between Shechem and Dinah after Shechem has raped her. Onkelos 
on Genesis 34.4 reads "and Shechem said to Hamor his father, saying, 'Take 
this young one for me to be a wife '" (:JO 1rJ"rJ' .. jj':~ 1'~n ~ t:lJ~~ 1rJ~' 
'n"~' ~'jj ~n~" ',.v n" ",).175 This appears to indicate some sort of a legal 
contract as can be seen in verses 8 and 9 where by the two families will enter 
into a covenant. It would seem then that similar language would be needed in 
Genesis 6.2 and 1 Enoch 7.1 if we are to presume a marriage took place 
between the two parties. It may be better understood that the i" ~'J should 
simply be read as women, which is entirely possible with the evidence of the 
extant Greek witnesses' of 1 Enoch use of yuva \' KE5. 
Milik's reconstruction of 4QEnb 1 iv also helps support the argument 
against a marriage between the angels and the women. However, Milik's 
reconstruction of line 9 must be taken into consideration first. Milik's addition 
of the phrase Ijjn~~'~~ ("in their uncleanness") indicates that the defilement 
of the angels was caused by the women rather than by the angel's decision to 
cross the species line of creation. Although the extant Greek texts of 1 Enoch 
contain the same phraseology, it is not clear where the uncleanness originates 
other than in the actual act itself. Milik's insertion of ~"CJ] ~ as the object of 
Hebrew and in later Targum literature. See Marcus Jastrow, A Dictionary of the Targumim. 
the Talmud Babli and Yerushalmi. and the Midrashic Literature (New York: Choreb, 1926), 
717. 
173 C"(.'J is used primarily in the Hebrew bible as the plural of -~.~, See BOB, p.61 a, It is 
used in later Targum Aramaic for the same purpose; the plural for~l. r ::::, of ~t::, Fr~nz 
Delitzsch contends that :-:~'~ np ~ "is everywhere used for the contractIon of act,ual and last~ng 
marriages." However, as stated above, this is not ~he ca~e, see Franz Dehtzsch. A ,\t'~\' 
Commentary 01/ Ge1/esis (Clark's Foreign TheologIcal LIbrary 36; 2\'0Is,; trans, SophIa 
Taylor; Edinburgh: T & T Clark, 1888), 225, 
1-4 See also Neofiti, 
L I., ~ .,-u - ...... --I.. u -~ .. , - .... u·· 175 Ct' MT - ... ~I., -~.- -i-"--~~' -n l,; ~':~. _\~" - \~ .... _~ _\~ I, • ,I '.., \" , ) J\"\ II I / " 1\ 
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1'~nn~ verifies that the sexual union with the women brought defilement to 
the angels. It should be noted here that there is no mention of the blood of the 
women but only the union between the two beings as the cause of the 
defilement. 176 
The language of Genesis 6.2 is unclear whether marriages actually took 
place between the bene elohim and the daughters of men. Up to this point in 
Genesis, we have no mention of marriage based on the formula discussed 
above. The occurrences of 1n~~, 177 usually translated "his wife" could just as 
easily be translated "his woman." Only in Genesis 4.19 is language similar to 
that in Genesis 6.2b actually found, but there is no indication in 4.19 that a 
marriage actually took place, but rather 1 ~-np~1 o~~::: "no l~ ~ could be 
translated and understood as "Lamech took to himself two women. "178 
4.5 Conclusion 
The author of B W has expanded the biblical tradition of the bene elohim by 
identifying them with Shemihazah and his followers for reasons that are not 
made fully explicit. Several possible sources of the tradition have been offered, 
but no clear-cut origin can be traced. The Aramaic form of Shemihazah offers 
little help about why the author would have used this particular name, or why 
he chose to give the bene elohim a leader in the first place. The concept may 
have originated with the role of the accuser who is associated with the bene 
elohim in Job 1.6 and 2.1, a possibility advanced with the Mastema tradition of 
Jubilees (although he is not the same class of being that he is leading). 
Multiple attestations of the bene elohim as members of a heavenly court can be 
found in the biblical tradition, but only in Job do we find a group of angels 
that, in the slightest sense (i.e. in relation to i~i.:.'), could be construed as 
villainous. 
The author of B W has used the Shemihazah tradition as the core of the 
Watcher narrative, but in addition has included the Instruction/ Asa 'el moti f 
found in 1 Enoch 8. This motif remains an even greater mystery concerning its 
176 Nickelsburg. CommentalY, 184. 
177 See Gen 3.20; 4.1. 17. 25. 
178 It is possible that what we see in 4.19 and again in 6.2 is the breaking of monogamous 
relationships. 
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inclusion in the story, as there is little with which to relate it in the biblical 
tradition surrounding Genesis 6. A possible link to Genesis 4 is offered 
through a parallel to the Greek myth of Prometheus, but again this may be an 
unnecessary connection to material outside of the Israelite tradition. The type 
of instruction found in B W can be found in the biblical tradition of Israel , 
which may imply that the use of this motif reflects a polemic by the author 
against the use of this type of instruction for purposes apart from God's 
purposes. 
The historical events of the author's time that brought about the embracing 
of the Shemihazah myth (if in fact there were such events) can only be 
hypothesized by modem scholarship. Some scholars have argued that the 
characters within BW (and the myth in general) are fictional and purely 
symbolic which allows for reinterpretation in various settings. This in part may 
be due to a worldview that does not allow for the events depicted in the 
Shemihazah myth to be interpreted in any other way than as symbols for a 
crisis that Jews were facing at the time the story was written. Likewise, some 
2TP Jewish groups may have understood BW as an analogy for the difficulties 
the nation was facing in the third through first centuries B.C.E., but this does 
not eliminate the possibility that others understood B W as a story about the 
origin of evil spirits (see discussion of the reception of BW in ch. 6).179 
The author of B W has interpreted the Genesis 6 story with the Shemihazah 
tradition in order to strengthen his view about the existence of evil spirits in 
his world. The Genesis text has provided him the opportunity to give authority 
to his view that the bene elohim crossed the boundaries of the cosmos, which 
resulted in the corruption of the world and everything in it. The sin of the 
Watchers has resulted in their demise, the demise of their offspring, and the 
demise of humanity, all of which is a result of their rebellion. 
179 The Animal Apocalypse and Jubilees record the descent of the Watche~s withi~ ~e 
history of Israel from the begi?ning of creati~n through ~e early M~~cabean pe~od, which I! 
considered to be the era in which the author hved; see Nlckelsburg, Apocalyptic and Myth, 
94 where Nickelsburg states, "the fall of the angels is an event in primordial history and is 
no; the cause of human woe here and now." See also VanderKam, Biblical Interpretation, 
II S Milik argues that the Battle of Beth-Zur (164 B.C.E.) is reflected in J Enoch 90.13-1 S; 
see Milik, Booles of Enoch, 42-44. The placement of th~ ~yth early in the chronology perhaps 
represents the author's thoughts concerning the authentiCity of the myth. 
Chapter 5 
The Rebellion Motif 
in the Book of Watchers 
5.1 Introduction 
The previous chapter introduced in some detail the traditions from which the 
author of BW interpreted the story of the bene clohim in Genesis 6.1-4. The 
complexity of the tradition required first a general introduction to the possible 
interpretations of the bene elohim by the author in light of the biblical 
tradition. This was followed with a discussion of the two main traditions 
recovered within BW, the Shemihazah tradition and the Instruction/ Asa' el 
tradition. Each of these sections provided a pathway for what will follow in 
this chapter, a discussion of the crux of BW, the rebellion of the Watchers. 
The conduct of the bene clohim in Genesis 6.1-4 has been interpreted in 
early Jewish literature, in general, as a less than provocative act, with the 
exception of the Watcher tradition. We read of no obvious condemnation of 
the episode by the author of the story in Genesis, but the events that follow this 
passage seem to indicate that the actions described play some part in bringing 
the Flood. The interpretation found in 1 Enoch has led several scholars to 
propose that the rebellion motif already served as a reason for the angels' 
behaviour in Genesis 6. This chapter will discuss several theories about the 
origin of this rebellion motif and its effect upon the angels, their offspring. 
humanity, and the rest of creation. 
5.2 Rebellion of the Angels 
There is no unambiguous concept of angelic rebellion within Genesis 6.1-4. 
Nevertheless, the author 1 Enoch 6.3-5 has interpreted the biblical tradition of 
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Genesis 6.1-4 as some sort of rebellion against heaven. 1 Several scholars have 
set out possible theories concerning the motive of the rebellion of the Watchers 
in 1 Enoch and, in so doing; they identify a connection between Genesis 6.1-4 
and the Flood. Hanson and Julian Morgenstern have put forward two theories 
of particular interest. 2 
Hanson suggests that Genesis 4-10 provides the origin of the myth of the 
Watchers in BW.3 He contends BW is comprised of four stages of a "mythic 
pattern around the theme of rebellion-in-heaven." The four stages are 
identified as rebellion, devastation, punishment, and restoration. o4 He maintains 
that these four developments in the Shemihazah tradition have their origins in 
the Genesis narrative, though the tradition should be considered an elaborate 
Midrash of the Genesis account.s The first stage of Hanson's "mythic pattern" 
1 Cf. also 1 Enoch 12.4 (15.3) - "Watchers of heaven who have left the high heaven and 
the holy and eternal place"; 12.5 - "they will have on earth neither peace nor forgiveness of 
sin"; 16.3 appears to be the strongest support for a rebellion of the angels in BW - "You were 
in heaven, but [its] secrets had not yet been revealed to you and a worthless mystery you 
knew. This you made known to the women in the hardness of your hearts." See also the Book 
of Parables 64.2 - "these are the angels who came down from heaven on to the earth and 
revealed what is secret to the sons of men and led astray the sons of men so that they 
committed sin." See also in the Animal Apocalypse 86.3 - "and again I saw in the vision and 
looked at heaven, and behold, I saw many stars, how they came down and were thrown down 
from heaven to that first star and amongst the heifers and bulls." Both of these references 
show the influence of B W on this very point. Knibb suggests "and threw themselves down" 
perhaps implies rebellion, see Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2:197. Cassuto argues that the 
traditional rabbinic interpretation that the action of the bene elohim was in "opposition to the 
world order approved by the Lord" does not fit the language of the Genesis passage. He 
suggests that the language "and they took them wives" is a normal idiom for marriage and 
therefore sees no rebellion in the actions of the angels. If we consider that this is not the case 
with the idiom, we have a possible rebellion motif in the Genesis passage. See Cassuto, 
Genesis, 294. 
2 See Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven" and Morgenstern, "Psalm 82." 
3 Contra Milik, "Problemes," 349 . 
.. See Hendel, "Of Demigods," 17, n.17. Hendel argues that Hanson's theory has a two-fold 
problem: (1) the bene elohim are not seen as rebels in Gen 6; and (2) the sexual mingling is 
not condemned. Hendel suggests the Genesis passage serves as a preface for the Flood 
narrative in that it introduces the evil behaviour of humanity and God's displeasure with 
them. Hendel draws on the Babylonian Atrahasis myth and the Greek Trojan War myth. The 
basis of the Flood story in the Atrahasis myth is an imbalance in the cosmos, i.e. the 
overpopulation of humanity which brings the Flood as. a. ~sult Hendel desc~~es the Trojan 
War as a parallel to the Flood as it serves as a diVISion to two ages; Ibid., 18, n.22. 
Furthermore Hendel finds a close parallel in Hesiod's Catalogue o/Women frag 204 M-W to 
Oen 6.1-4. The Hesiod text describes the destruction of humanity in order to prevent the SODS 
of the gods from mating with mortals. The mixing.of the two beings hu brou~t .about the 
creation of the demigods: men of renown (seen also m the Prometheus myth). See Ibid., 16-7. 
S See Hanson, "Rebellion in Heaven," 199 and Alexander, "SODS of 000," 60. 
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is the plot by "astral deities" to rebel and their descent to earth (1 Enoch 6.2-8 
= Gen 6.2). Hanson offers three points that he finds in BW, which, he 
contends, corroborate his theory of a rebellion motif in Genesis 6.2. The first 
point is the introduction of a hybrid offspring into the divine creation, which 
clearly transgresses the separation of the two realms (1 Enoch 6.2, 7.2). The 
second point is the fear of retribution by God for their act (1 Enoch 6.3), 
followed by the third point, a formal oath of conspiracy (1 Enoch 6.4-5). All 
of these elaborations of the Genesis narrative heighten the tension of the 
narrative produced in B W. 
The second stage of Hanson's "mythic pattern" is identified in the union of 
the angels and women, the birth of their giant offspring, the destruction caused 
by the giants, and the plea of the earth (1 Enoch 7.1-6; 8.4 = Gen 6.4; 5-12; 
and 8.2). This step in the rebellion has unleashed chaos, which in tum brings 
about the defilement of the creation and the collapse of the divine order. 
Hanson argues that the author of the Shemihazah tradition has gone far beyond 
standard midrashic elaboration by transforming the original message into an 
account about the primordial origins of evil and the future judgment of the 
Fallen Angels and the unrighteous ofhumanity.6 
Hanson contends the third stage involves the intercession of the archangels, 
the deliverance of Noah, and the punishment of the Watchers and the giants (l 
Enoch 9.1-10.15 excluding 9.6, 8c, and 10.4-10 = Gen 6.12-13). Whereas the 
Genesis passage states God is looking down on the earth and sees the 
destruction, Hanson suggests that the parallel verses in BW are an attempt to 
distance God from evil by substituting the archangels for God in verse 9.1.7 
Furthermore, he suggests BW is stressing God's foreknowledge of coming 
events, a common theme in 2TP literature.8 Hanson argues this theme is 
understood through the deliverance of Noah and the punishment of the rebels. 
6 Based on this principle, Hanson argues for the influence ofGen 4-10 upon the author of 
J Enoch 6-11 which is contra Milik's view in which he argues that BW served as the source 
of the Oen 6.1-4 narrative. 
7 Hanson argues that the author was attempting to ~xone~t~ God as the .o~e responsible for 
the evil of the world in Early Judaism. In early Israehte rehglon, other deities were excluded 
from a role in the directing of the cosmos. Hanson argues that it was necessary to ~d an 
alternate view that allowed for the origins of what appeared to be an uncontrolled evil. See 
Hanson "Rebellion in Heaven," 203. 
a S~ ibid., 200. See e.g. Jubilees 1.4,26; lQH 1.7-9, 19-20,23-24,28; IS.I3-14, 17,22; 
CD 2.7-10; and lQpHab 7.13-14. 
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The fourth stage of Hanson's "mythic pattern" is discovered in the 
restoration of God's kingship and the divine order (l Enoch 10.16-11.2 = Gen 
9.8-17; also 8.17, 22; and 9.1). Hanson contends the author of this section of 
BW has plunged all of history into the "ominous chaos of the deluge," thus 
achieving the final purging of evil from the cosmos in the eschaton.9 
Hanson argues that 1 Enoch 6-11 reveals how scripture was being used in 
third through second centuries B.e.E., in particular, in an apocalyptic author's 
explanation of the origin of evil in the world. By following this interpretation, 
the author has adopted what Hanson calls the theme of "rebellion-in-heaven." 
This idea, Hanson contends, "can be traced in an unbroken continuum on Near 
Eastern soil from the mid-second millennium down to the time of the 
composition of the Shemihazah narrative" in 1 Enoch. lo The adaptation of 
mythopoeic thought by the author of the Shemihazah tradition has transformed 
the message of Yahwism, which attributed all acts in the divine order to 
Yahweh (including those with the appearance of evil), into one that, in relation 
to the origin of evil, attributes this theme to the rebellious Watchers. 11 
9 Several difficulties arise with Hanson's description of BW as a "rebellion-in-heaven," not 
the least of these is the story line of the Asa'el tradition of the Animal Apocalypse and the 
story of the Watchers in Jubilees. The story in these two traditions describes the angels as 
already being on the earth; the Watchers were sent there by God and ultimately were led 
astray by the women. The Shemihazah tradition seems to imply the angels were on the earth 
when they swore the oath to commit the sin (l Enoch 6.4-6.6). Perhaps a better description 
might be a "rebellion towards heaven," which would, however, remove some of Hanson's 
parallels to the earlier Greek and Near Eastern traditions. 
10 Ibid., 232. Hanson understands a consistent stream of Near Eastern influence on the 
myths that appear in the Watcher tradition, i.e. Kumarbi and Illuyanka texts. See examples of 
Hurrian myths that Hanson understands as parallels to BW; ibid., 204-06. He argues against a 
direct Hellenistic parallel to the Shemihazah tradition and goes as far as to contend that there 
is a Near Eastern myth behind Hesiod's Theogony. Despite Hanson's argument for a Near 
Eastern origin of the Watcher tradition, he uses terminology that can be tied to the Hellenistic 
traditions, i.e. Hesiod's Theogony. The angels are described as oi ayye),ol uioi oupavou 
(Ethiopic mala'ekt weluda samayat), which Hesiod used to describe the gods, in particular the 
offspring of the gods, in the Theogony. Hanson also describes the angels as "astral deities," 
which seems to grant them a very Greek representation. He does, however, argue that there 
are direct lines of influence upon Jewish writings from Greek literature; ibid., 204. The 
problem with the N .E. examples is that the rebellious agent is a deity and not an angel as in 
the Watcher tradition. 
11 Ibid. 198. Hanson's use of the term "rebellious inclination" (unfortunately he does not 
elaborate ~n this expression) implies that there is some kind ~f sinful nature in the angels ~d 
perhaps gives a clearer understanding of how it was poSSIble. for. them to cross ~e lme 
between heaven and earth. If this sinful nature is the case, then thIS raises several quesbons as 
to the origin of a "sinful nature" in humanity. Prim~l~, is there such a thing in humans? And 
if so, is it possible for it to be in the flesh or of the spmt? 
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Julian Morgenstern contends that BW and the Animal Apocalypse depict 
similar accounts of rebellious actions of the bene elohim in Genesis 6.1-4.12 
His contention is based on the term nephilim in v. 4, which he argues, does not 
represent the same beings as the gibborim.13 He suggests the identity of the 
nephilim can be found in the parallel to the Watcher tradition in 1 Enoch 86.1 f. 
He argues the language implies that the first star (Asa'el) either fell from 
heaven by mistake, or more probably, he states, is "that it was cast out of 
heaven, its original abode, by the Deity."14 
Morgenstern draws on another version of the Watcher tradition in 2 Enoch 
18.1-6, which, he argues, identifies the star/angel of 1 Enoch 86 as Satanail. 
He contends this work, possibly dated in the first century B.C.E. or C.E., 
describes two groups of angels who both rebelled against the deity, but at 
different times. One group of angels, described as the Grigori, rebelled against 
God along with the angel Satanail (2 Enoch 29.4-5).15 Morgenstern maintains 
Satanail, which he identifies as the star in 1 Enoch 86.1 (cf. 1 Enoch 6.2), is 
the leader of the nephilim in Genesis 6.4. He then identifies the second group 
12 Morgenstern, "Psalm 82," 96. Morgenstern would draw a parallel between 1 Enoch 86.1 
and 1 Enoch 6. Cf. also the Watcher tradition in Jubilees 4.15; 5.1; 7.21, which follows a 
similar pattern of angelic rebellion found in the Animal Apocalypse, although, it is implied the 
angels were seduced by the women with similar results. 
13 See ibid., 95. 
14 However, the language of 86.1 does not seem to suggest that this is the case, but rather 
the "star" seemed to simply come to earth and settle in. "And again I looked with my eyes as I 
was sleeping, and I saw heaven above and behold, a star fell from heaven, and it arose and ate 
and pastured amongst those bulls"; translation from Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2: 196. 
IS Morgenstern, "Psalm 82," 98f. Morgenstern argues that the myth of Satan and his 
rebellious attempt "to supplant God as ruler of the universe has all the indications of great 
antiquity." It is possible that a motive for this rebellion will be alluded to in the Satan 
tradition found in the LAB. It is here that we fmd the adoption of a jealousy motif similar to 
what can be found in BW (chs. 15-16). The tradition in LAB, however, takes on a slightly 
different twist than the one found in B W. B W does not attribute the actions of the Watchers to 
jealousy, but rather the jealousy relates to the activities of the spirits of the giants. Their 
violent and carnivorous behaviour towards creation implies they have great animosity towards 
humans, perhaps because of their previous existence as fleshly beings, or as some have 
suggested, because of the survival of humans after the Flood. LAB 12-16 frames jealousy in a 
very different context: Satan was jealous of the creation of Adam and desired to create his 
own creature alongside God's. See especially 12.1-2 - "and the devil sighed and said, '0 
Adam, all my enmity and envy and sorrow concern you, since because of you I am expelled 
and deprived of my glory which I had in the heavens in the midst of the angels and because of 
you I was cast out onto the earth.", See comments of Dimant, ."Fallen Angels," 3~; she 
suggests the author of B W interpreted 6.2 to mean the bene eloillm w~ted to father children 
for themselves thus adding to the "full measure" of the transgressIon of the angels. The 
destructive na~e of the offspring affirms the negative implications of this desire and action. 
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of stars/angels in 1 Enoch 86.3 as the bene elohim, that is, the angels of the 
Shemihazah tradition in 1 Enoch 6.2 who came down from heaven, or were 
thrown down from heaven after the initial descent of the first star/angel 
Satanail/ Asa' el. Morgenstern identifies a line of tradition of angelic rebellion 
that he argues emerged in the fifth century B.C.E. or earlier and was elaborated 
by the authors of 1 Enoch, in particular in chapters 6--16. 
The theories discussed above present some possible traditions that explain 
the actions of the bene elohim of Genesis 6; however, none of these 
suggestions offers a clear motive for why the angels rebelled against God. One 
could only offer mere speculation about the reason why the angels came to 
earth other than what is offered in Genesis 6.2 ("and the sons of God saw the 
daughters of humans that they were good to behold"). Nonetheless, 1 Enoch 
6.2-6 indicates that the action of the angels was clearly rebellious: they bind 
each other with a curse to insure that each one would follow through with the 
plan (6.4-5). The results of the interaction of the angels and the women 
brought about catastrophic consequences, not only for themselves but also for 
the rest of creation. 
5.3 Interpreting the Consequences 
The consequences of the angelic rebellion in BW and Genesis are described in 
relation to the effect upon humanity and the rest of creation. The first aspect of 
the consequences is described in Genesis 6.5 (cf. Gen 8.21) which declares that 
humanity has grown completely evil following the descent of the bene elohim 
and the birth of their offspring: "Then the Lord saw that the wickedness of 
humanity was great on the earth and that every inclination (i~") of the 
thoughts of their hearts were only evil continually.,,16 The author of BW states 
the theme of this verse in the Instruction motif in 1 Enoch 8.2: "and there was 
great impiety and much fornication, and they went astray, and all their ways 
became corrupt."17 
16 Cf 1 E h 82 4. See also Jubilees 7.24 (also 5.3) - "and every imagination and desire 
of men imag:~ v~ity and evil continually." See also Pseudo-Philo 3.3, "And God saw that 
all th inh b"ting the earth wicked deeds had reached full measure; and because they among ose a 1 • "P d Phil .. 1.306 
1 " vii all th •• days " Translation from Hamngton, seu 0- 0, . . were potting e eu. 
17 Translation from Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2.81. 
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Little else is disclosed in either account about the actions of humanity. 
Genesis 6.6 states that the Lord was sorry that he had created humans and 
decided to remove them from the face of the earth (v.7), perhaps implying that 
humans were to blame (v.5) for the previous events in 6.1-4. BW interprets 
these events from a completely different viewpoint. Although humans have a 
role in the rebellion, they are passive victims of the oppressive behaviour of 
the angels. If humanity is seen as corrupt (8.1), the author links their 
corruption directly to the sexual encounter with Shemihazah and the other 
angels in 7.1 and to the teachings of Asa' el in 8.1. The author makes no 
mention of blame being placed directly upon humanity (see 7.6; 9.2, 3, 10). 
Humans are left at the mercy of the giant offspring who bring about the 
destruction of humanity and the corruption of the earth, both of which are 
described in the Genesis narrative. In addition to these aspects, the author of 
BW introduced three major elaborations to the Genesis 6 story: that is the role 
of the bene elohim in the bringing of the Flood, the judgment and punishment 
of the angels and their giant offspring, and the introduction of evil spirits into 
creation. 
5.3.1 The Corruption of the Earth 
The first major elaboration of the Genesis narrative is the angels' involvement 
in the cause of the Flood. Genesis 6.11 states that the earth had become corrupt 
(nnfD - be ruined, be led astray); this included the corruption of all flesh 
(O~n ri~i1 ~'~n' [:J"i1'~i1 "j!), ri~i1 nnfDn" "the earth was corrupted 
before God, and the earth was full of violence").IB This verse conceivably 
IB Cf. 1 Enoch 9.1, 9-10; 10.7-8, 22; 16.3. See a similar description in 4Q556 (Puech 
designates 4Q533) frag 6.1-3 (cf. 4Q206 3; 4Q201 IV 7; 4Q202 III 8 - Stuckenbruck, Book of 
Giants 189-90 - Stuckenbruck suggests the end of line 2 may have read ''were spoken": 
, ],:1 MVi~[::1 ]iliPUO' .1 
(1)1" "0]0 "il 1'::1':1' 11ln,0 il'il[ C' .2 
M]l1iM 'V ,~~~ [ .3 
1. to de]ceive the earth. All/every [ 
2. blood] was being shed, and lies were being m[ 
3. ] And everything upon [the] earth[ . . tt." 
See also Jubilees 7.21 - "and they made the begmnmg of uncleanness , 7.23 - ~d 
everyone sold himself to work iniquity and to shed much blood, ~d the earth was ruled WIth 
.. 'ty " S also Sib Or. 1.77-78 "They were polluted, sated WIth the blood of people and 
mlqw. ee ., . . th Flood) "8 her 
th d ars'" also 1 154-56 (Noah speaking to humamty pnor to e • e 10 • ey ma e w,· " . bloodth' h 
cut off evils, and stop fighting VIolently With each other, havmg a . . lfSty ~ 
drenching much earth with human blood." The DSS and the N.T. both Idenufy demOniC 
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makes a direct connection of the violence and corruption of the earth to the 
angels of Genesis 6.2, 4. The Hebrew of 6.11, O"il'~il, translated "God," 
could follow the same suggested pattern of interpreting Genesis 5.24 -1'iln"1 
I:l"il'~il-n~ 11:Jn, "and Enoch walked about with the angels." If this is the 
case, the text of Genesis 6.11 could be read this way: "and the earth was 
corrupted by (in) the presence of the angels (i.e. bene elohim) and the earth 
was filled with violence," thus implicating the angels (Watchers) as a cause of 
the Flood. The author of BW identifies this particular theme beginning in 1 
Enoch 9.9 (cf. 9.1) in which a scene of massive violence is described by the 
author and attributed to the giants {"and the women bore giants and thereby the 
whole earth has been filled with blood and iniquity").19 The author of B W 
clearly understood that the responsibility for the corruption of humanity and 
the earth was the fault of the angels. 
Genesis 6.12 states that, for some unstipulated reason; all creatures (i.e. 
flesh) had fallen into ruin. The author of 1 Enoch 7.5 picks up this theme in his 
description of the action of the giants: "and they [presumably the giants] began 
to sin against birds, and against animals, and against reptiles and against fish, 
and they devoured one another's flesh20 and drank the blood from it."21 By 
doing so, the author was presumably connecting the reason for the Flood 
directly to the action of the bene elohim (i.e. the birth of the giants) through his 
interpretation of Genesis 6.5, 11, and 12. He has not only explained the Flood 
in antiquity, but he has also identified a reason for the oppression that Israel 
was facing during his time: evil spirits. Strangely lacking in the Genesis 
activity within the realm of uncleanness. The Watchers, giants, and their evil spirits all fall 
into the category of "unclean." Philip Alexander argues that "objects or beings that are out of 
their proper sphere and in the wrong place" within a society's norms are considered unclean 
within 2TP Judaism. See Philip S. Alexander, "The Demonology of the Dead Sea Scrolls," in 
The Dead Sea Scrolls After Fifty Years A Comprehensive Assessment, (ed. Peter W. Flint and 
James C. VanderKam; Leiden: Brill, 1999), 2:348-50. This is certainly the case with the 
angelic characters of B W. 
19 The Shemihazah and Asa'eVInstruction traditions attribute the destruction of the earth to 
the actions of the angels. 
20 One may question here whether the giants have turned to cannibalistic practices because 
of the lack of food. The text seems to be referring back to the giants, but it is possible that 
what we have here is the beginning of prey and predator instincts in the animal kingdom. 
21 Brackets are mine. See Jubilees 7.24 (also 5.2), "and after this they sinned against the 
beasts and birds and all that moved and walked on the earth." There is perhaps an allusion to 
the giants devo~ring humans found in Ps 14.4, "Do all the doc;rs of evil Dot know, the ones 
eating my people as they ate bread, and the lord they do not call '? 
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narrative is any direct reference to the bene elohim in 6.5 and following. The 
author of BW, however, by describing their punishment in 1 Enoch 10.4--15, 
specifies that they (the Watchers) are responsible for the catastrophic events 
that are about to take place in the coming Flood. 
5.3.2 The Judgment of the Watchers 
The second elaboration of the Genesis 6 narrative in BW is the description of 
the judgment and punishment of the angels. The author reveals to the reader 
the events that followed the disobedience of the angels towards God and his 
laws that govern the cosmos. 1 Enoch 10.4--15 describes the punishment of the 
Watchers for their crimes against God and His creation. Asa'el is first to face 
his punishment for his role in the Instruction motif of BW (10.4--6, 8). He will 
be bound and cast into the darkness where he will be entombed until the Day 
of Judgment at which time he will be destroyed in the fire. The angels from the 
Shemihazah tradition face a similar punishment in 10.11-14. They will first 
view the death of their offspring (10.12) and secondly, they shall be bound 
under the earth until the day of their judgment (10.12). The judgment occurs 
after seventy generations of entombment at which time they shall be cast into 
the fire where they will be destroyed (10.13-14). 
The author of 1 Enoch 15 offers a further explanation for the punishment of 
the Watchers by contrasting the angels and Enoch.22 1 Enoch 15.6 (also 15.4) 
describes the former condition of the Watchers prior to their violation of the 
law of the cosmos: "but you formerly were spiritual, living an eternal, 
immortal life for all the generations of the world." The punishment of the 
angels was the loss of their immortality and they would not dwell in the high 
heaven (13.5}.23 The Watchers have exchanged their dwelling place in heaven, 
among the council of the holy ones (15.10},24 for a prison under the earth till 
22 (1) The Watchers have sent Enoch to petition on their behalf (15.2) which was formerly 
their task; (2) they had left the high, holy, and eternal heaven to dwell on the earth (15.3); 
Enoch was now walking with the angels in the heavens (l Enoch 14; 17-36~ Gen S.2~); and 
(3) they exchanged their immortality for mortality; Enoch exchanged his mortality for 
immortality in heaven. . 
23 The author of BW may have been drawing on Ps 82.7, wh~ch ~ppears to descnbe the fate 
of the Watchers because of their great sin: "nevertheless you WIll die as men and as one of the 
princes you will fall." . . .. 
24 "And the dwelling place of spirits of heaven 18 m heaven, see also Ps 82.6, 89.6-7. 
The Rebellion Moti/in the Book o/Watchers 159 
the Day of Judgment (10.4-5, 12).25 In contrast, the Epistle of Enoch states that 
Enoch would take up a place in the heavens with the angels (106.7). These 
contrasts perhaps corroborate the theory that the Watchers crossed the line of 
their place in the cosmos, which ultimately produced the giant offspring. This 
leads to a third expansion of the Genesis 6.1-4 narrative in BW, one which is 
perhaps the most difficult to locate within early Jewish literature, the giant 
offspring and their evil spirits. 
5.4 The Nature of the Gibborim 
There is little argument amongst scholars that the offspring of the union of the 
Watchers and women were creatures of gargantuan stature. J Enoch 7.2 makes 
clear that the offspring were physically huge, "and their height was three 
thousand cubits.,,26 Because of their stature, the giants are said to have 
devoured all the sustenance that humanity produced until the supply ended and 
they ultimately turned on the humans themselves. Thus, the author of BW has 
turned the seemingly heroic gibborim of Genesis 6.4 into a group of 
bloodthirsty cannibals with little inducement from the Genesis passage.27 The 
author's description of the giants and their actions is quite graphic in J Enoch 
25 See also Jubilees 5.6, "And against the angels whom he had sent upon the earth, he was 
exceedingly wroth, and he gave commandment to root them out of all their dominion, and he 
bade us to bind them in the depths of the earth." Compare also Sib. Or. 1.10~I03, "they were 
mighty of great form, but nevertheless they went under the dread house of Tartarus guarded 
by unbreakable bonds, to make retribution to Gehenna of terrible, raging, undying fire." 
Translation from Collins, "Sibylline Oracles," 1 :337. 
26 See Ethiopic and GreekpaD. See also 4Q201 3 16. It is possible that the giants were 
indeed superhuman "heroes," not necessarily gigantic in physical size, but in spiritual size. 
The Greekpan of 1 Enoch 15.8 identifies the spirits of the giants as TTvEu~aTa ioxupa, "strong 
spirits" (Greeksync reads TTvEu~aTa TTOVllpa, "evil spirits"). This may help identify the spiritual 
nature of the giants. The spiritual power that resides in the spirit of an angel now occupied a 
human body, thus pushing the limits of the human flesh that attempted to contain it, thus Gen 
6.3. 1 Enoch 15.7 states that God did not allow angels to reproduce with women because of 
their spiritual nature; their place was to reside in ~e heav~ns not in human flesh. , 
27 The violent nature of the giants creates difficulty If we are to try to make a pomt of 
contact with the offspring of the sons of god (and Zeus himself) and mortals in the Greek 
tradition. The offspring of the Greek myths were good and evil, not evil in a sense, of 
destroying creation as the giants of BW nearly brought ab~ut, but r~ther ~or the ~res~rvabo~ 
and continuation of it. It is possible; however, if we take mto conslderabon the unplied evil 
activity of humanity prior to the descent of the bene elohim and ,its increase ~fter, ,the giants 
may have played a similar role of bringing about the preservabon and conbnuabon of the 
earth. 
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7.4. They are described as murderers and cannibals. The Aramaic fragment of 
4QEna 1 iii 18, 19 reads, "but the giants] conspired to kill men and [to devour 
them" - 11:J~ ':::JO,]; ~rln~' i1'~p' 1"irDp [~'i:::lJ 11i11 28 Moreover, it is 
possible that 1 Enoch 7.6 describes them as "lawless ones," though it is 
unclear whether the verse refers to the giants or the Watchers. In the 
immediate context, it would appear that the expression has the giants in view; 
this could then imply that the author understood they are in violation of 
numerous Levitical laws concerning blood. Leviticus 3.17; 7.26, 27;29 17.10, 
12, 14;30 and 19.2631 all proscribe eating (or drinking) the blood of an animal, 
an injunction which is broken by the giants in 1 Enoch 7.5.32 The punishment 
for this sin, articulated in Leviticus is that the person shall be cut off (ni::JJ) 
from his people. 33 The result of this sin is described in 1 Enoch 10.15, "and 
destroy all the spirits of lust and the sons of the Watchers, for they have 
wronged men." 
The death of the giants reveals something about the nature of their spirits. 
They are considered evil spirits because they were born on the earth; they are a 
28 See Milik, Books of Enoch, 150-51. Milik has reconstructed the beginning of the verse 
(supported in the Ethiopic and Greek), "but the giants" and the ending, "to devour them." Cf. 
4QEnb 1 ii 22-23 in which Milik reconstructs the entire verse similar to that found in 4QEna 1 
iii 18, 19. His reconstruction is supported in the GreekpaD of J Enoch 7.4. There is a possible 
parallel to the giants in Sib. Or. 1.104-08, see Collins, "Sibylline Oracles," 1:337. This 
passage refers to a generation who were "mighty in spirit, of overbearing terrible men 
appeared who performed many evils among themselves. Wars, slaughters, and battles 
destroyed these continually, men of proud heart," see J Enoch 10.9 and 14.6. Interestingly, 
this generation immediately follows the mention of the Watchers. 
29 Lev 7.26 and 27 make specific reference to drinking the blood of birds and animals, 
which the giants are accused of violating in J Enoch 7.5. 
30 Lev 17.14 presents two interesting questions about the action of the giants. The verse 
states, "For the life [fV!))] of all flesh is its blood, it is its life [W!l)]. And I said to the sons of 
Israel, 'You shall not eat blood of any flesh for [the] life of all flesh is its blood; anyone who 
eats of it shall be cut off. ", First, we should perhaps ask if there is any significance in why the 
giants drank the blood of the animals. One possible answ~r is that they were seeking 
immortality through the drinking of blood. Second, were the giants cut off from th~ people? 
Anyone in violation of the law of Lev 17.14 was to be cut off from the people, which would 
occur in the case of the giants (1 Enoch 10.9). 
31 Lev 19.26 describes the eating of blood alongside the sin of the practice of divination 
and soothsaying, two practices that could be tied to the Instruction of the Watchers in J Enoch 
8.2. . drinkin· blood 
32 See also the concern of the author of Jubilees over the issue of eatmg or g 
in relation to the evil spirits in Jubilees 7. . . 
33 The verb ni~) is defmed as cut off, removed, or destroyed. See DaVId J: Clmes et aI., 
cds., The Dictionary o/Classical Hebrew (vol. IV; Sheffield: Sheffield AcademiC, 1998), 46S. 
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mixed product of a spiritual being (Watcher angel) and a physical, and a 
somewhat spiritually undefined human.34 The resulting entities are identified in 
1 Enoch 15.8 as "strong spirits," "evil spirits," which come out of their bodies 
at their death.3s The spirit of the giant is in a class similar to the spirit of a 
Watcher, but with distinct differences. 
There are two main points that identify important characteristics of the 
nature of the giants' spirits in relation to the angelic Watchers. First, we find 
no evidence that upon the death of their physical body the spirits of the giants 
are able to transform themselves into human form36 in order to have intercourse 
with the women, as did their fathers.37 The second point involves the necessity 
34 We get no real sense of the spiritual nature of the Watcher's offspring other than they 
are strong or evil spirits. There are references outside of Hebrew tradition that describe the 
nature of the offspring of somewhat similar unions. Hesiod's Catalogue of Women frag 1.6 
describes the offspring of relations between women and the gods as ~~leEOI, "half-gods," 
perhaps indicating a 50/50 mix of human and divine. The Epic of Gilgamesh I ii 1, IX ii 16 
describes the Sumero-Babylonian hero, who is the son of the goddess Ninsun, as two-thirds 
divine and one-third mortal. The latter description may better suit the spirits of the giants, as 
they seem to take on more of the angelic influence following their death than the human side, 
i.e. they are able to roam the earth. See also West, East Face, 117. There is a possible Israelite 
heroic figure identified in Judg 3.31 and 5.6; he is Shamgar the son of a Canaanite goddess 
called Anat, 
3S See above n. 26. There are no extant Aramaic fragments of 1 Enoch 15.8. Jubilees 10.1-
3 identify them as unclean demons, wicked (unclean) spirits. 
36 For reference to angelic transformation see 1 Enoch 17.1 - "And they took me to a place 
where they were like burning fire and when they wished, they made themselves look like 
men." This verse is describing the action of the angels with whom Enoch is touring heaven, 
but the Watchers were likely in the same class. 1 Enoch 19.1 - "And Uriel said to me: 'The 
spirits of the angels who were promiscuous with the women will stand here and they, 
assuming many forms, made men unclean and will lead men astray.'" See also 4Q204 frag 5 
col. II 18-19 - "they transgressed [the word of the Lord ... they si]nned and trans[gressed ... 
and] they changed [th]eir [nature] to g[o] 19 [unto women and sin with them ... ]"; T. Reuben 
5.6 - "then they (watchers) were transformed into human males." These texts seem to indicate 
that angels had the ability to transform into humans (at least in part), which is an attribute 
clearly missing from the nature of the spirits of .the gian~. ~~, inabi.lity to ~f~nn 
themselves into human form may have implications m the evil spmt s deSire to re-inhablt a 
human body. 
37 4Q203 frag 8.7-8 states that the sons of the watchers had wives and sons of their own. 
Stuckenbruck reads the fragment: ] ... rm It" P::J,::lU" .7 
PiT,,::J It]; M"~D' PiT]ltl::l['] plM .8 
7. your activity and that of [your] wive[ s an~ of your children and of 
8. those [giants and their ]son[s and] the [w]lves o[fall of them. . 
See Loren T. Stuckenbruck, The Book of Giants From Qumran, Texts, Trans~at,on, and 
Commentary (TSAJ 63' Tiibingen: J. C. B. Mohr, 1997), 87-90. cr. Florentmo Garcia 
Martinez and Eibert J. C: Tigcbelaar, eds., The Dead Sea Scrolls Study Edition (LeidenlGrand 
Rapids: BrilllEerdmans, 1997-98), 1:411. 
The Rebellion Motifin the Book of Watchers 162 
for the Watchers to be bound in Tartarus in order to halt their activity, while 
the spirits of the giants, following the death of their physical body, are allowed 
to roam freely upon the earth.38 The ability to roam about the earth links the 
nature of the evil spirits of the giants to the spiritual nature of the Watchers 
prior to their fall. What is not clear is why these beings are given that freedom. 
However, the Watcher tradition in Jubilees indicates that this semi-freedom 
was required in order for them to operate within the divine economy. 
Jubilees 10, in describing Noah's complaint about the spirits of the giants 
who were leading astray and corrupting humans, states that in order for their 
(the evil spirits) actions to be stopped, they must be bound up and held fast 
(i.e. from moving about freely on earth) in the place of condemnation, similar 
to the fate of their fathers (Jub 10.5, 11). However, Mastema asks the Lord for 
some of the spirits to remain free in order that he may execute his task upon 
the earth, perhaps an elaboration of a similar theme in 1 Enoch 15.11-12. 
A further description of the character of the giants is given in 1 Enoch 10.9. 
The author of this verse may have been trying to connect the corrupt nature of 
the offspring of the angels and women to Genesis 6.3. Any allusion to Genesis 
6.3 is curiously omitted in 1 Enoch 6, but is possibly alluded to in 10.9-10. 
The author of 10.9 may be identifying the characters of Genesis 6.3 as the 
giants: "Proceed against the bastards39 and the adulterers40 and against the sons 
7. and your deeds and those of you wives [ ... ] 
[. . .ll,rzrflJJ ~i' l'::Ji:lU', .7 
[. .. piT~J:l ~]i ~~flJJ' l['iT]~J:l['] PJ~ .8 
8. they [and the]ir sons and the wives o[ftheir sons ... ]. 
This would imply that the giants had sexual intercourse with human women (or female 
. ?) giants .. 
38 See Lk 11.24-26, which suggests unclean spirits inhabit a human body and when they 
are not, they wander the earth. Philip Alexander suggests that the free roaming spirits of the 
giants (lot of Belial) are found in 1 QM 1.5 and 9.5-6. See Alexander, "Demonology of the 
Dead Sea Scrolls," 2:339. 
39 Cf. also Greekpan 1 Enoch 10.15 which identifies the spirits of the giants as ''bastards'' 
(Tel 1T"Eu~aTa T~" I(I(3lir1~CA)\I) while the Ethiopic refers to them as "souls of lust ~d sons of 
the Watchers," translation from Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 90. See also 3 Macc 2.4; S,r 16.7; and 
Wis 14.6 which claim the giants died in the Flood because of their arrogance or revolt. 
40 Do~s this imply the giants also had sexual relations with married women? Based on the 
references to the three layers of offspring in Greeksyuc 1 Enoch 7.1 c-2, 86.4; and Jubilees 7.22 
it seems possible that the giants fathered their own offspring. Alexander argues, based on ". 
sterile race of the Giants," that there is a fixed number of de~ons on the earth; see Alexander, 
"D 1 . DSS" 340 In addition he suggests that smce 1 Enoch 6.6 states that there emono ogy m ,.' , 
ly two hundred Watchers at the start of the rebellion, and 'unless they were extremely were on . Ie' fl' cis f 
. d th •• partners very fertile we should not be than Ing 0 count ess myna 0 prolDlscuous an eu , 
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of the fornicators, and destroy the sons of the Watchers from amongst 
humanity. Send them into a war of destruction, for they will not have length of 
days.,,41 The term "bastard" is defined in the biblical texts as either a person of 
questionable birth (Deut 23.3) or a person whose lineage is pagan (Zech 9.6). 
The giants no doubt fall into the category of questionable birth as the children 
of illegitimate sexual relations between the angels and humans.42 There are 
several attestations of 1TOO in the Qumran literature. It refers to people who 
are refused entry to the community at Qumran in 4Q395 39 and 4Q174 III 4. 
lQHa XXIV 16 perhaps hints that O'iTOO are demonic spirits if we consider the 
document's dualistic nature.43 
The statement, "for they will not have length of days," indicates that the 
giants will not live a long "human" life. At the same time, however, it does not 
say anything about the issue of their continued spiritual existence. The 
Watchers have petitioned for the lives of their offspring in hope that they may 
demons." Alexander is correct in his assumption that there is a limited number of demons at 
work on the earth, but the number could be quite large, based on (I) the Watchers could have 
been with more than one partner; (2) the giants could also have had sexual relations with 
human women (or other female giants); and (3) there is a possible 120 year span of time 
before the Flood in which all this could have repeated itself. 
41 Cf. Jubilees 5.6-11 which describes, in similar terms, the destruction of the giants, "And 
against their sons went forth a command from before his face that they should be smitten by 
the sword and removed from under heaven." The author of Jubilees 5.8 has, similar to J 
Enoch 10.9, made a connection between the physical giants and Gen 6.3. The Jubilees author 
has in fact quoted the passage, "My spirit will not always abide on man for they also are flesh 
and their days shall be one hundred and twenty years." Cf. also J Enoch 88.2, "and one of 
them drew his sword and gave it to those elephants and camels and asses and they began to 
strike one another," see also J Enoch 12.6, "for they will not rejoice in their sons. The 
slaughter of their beloved ones they will see, and over the destruction of their sons they will 
lament and petition forever," see Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2:92; also J Enoch 14.6. The story 
of the death of the offspring is slightly different in the Animal Apocalypse. Unlike their deaths 
prior to the Flood in BW, the author of the Animal Apocalypse (89.6) states that the death of 
some of the offspring will occur during the Flood. It appears that not only do we not bave the 
survival of the pbysical giants, but also there is no reference to the survival of the spirits of 
the offspring. However, the author may have allowed for the survival of the spirits of the 
giants in the form of the seventy shepherds. The actions of the shepherds (under the influence 
of the spirits?) in J Enoch 89.59-90.25 perhaps allude to the actions of the spirits in Jubilees 
10.8, while 90.25 could represent the final destruction of the spirits on the Day of Judgment 
(16.1). . I fB Z' S h h k,"M .. 
42 For a discussion of "Mamzerim," see the artIc eo en Ion c eresc ews amzer, 
EncJud 11 :840-42. See also J. Hastings, "Bastard," in Dicti01Ulry of the Bible, 91. 
43 See Armin Lange, "Spirit of Impurity" in Demons: The Demonology o! lsraelite-Jewish 
and Early Christian Literature in the Context of Its Environm~nt (eds. Armm Lange, Herman 
Lichtenberger, and K.F. Diethard Romheld; Tiibmgen: Mohr Slebeck, 2003),254-268. 
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live a long life (~UlnV a'lulvloV), but the answer is no.44 Their children shall be 
destroyed in front of them (cf. Jub 5.10). The authors of Jubilees and BWhave 
identified the giant offspring as the characters of Genesis 6.3, thereby 
reflecting the link already established in Genesis 6.1-4. 
The character of the gibborim of Genesis 6.4 has been clearly elaborated 
upon by the author of B W. They no longer carry the heroic image that is 
implied by the language of the Genesis narrative. They have emerged as a 
hybrid creature that wreaks havoc upon the earth while it is in its physical 
form. Without the intervention of God to end their physical existence, they 
would have destroyed all of humanity. They caused the corruption of the earth 
that required its purification by the Flood and a new beginning for humanity 
through Noah. Nevertheless, the physical death of the giants did not bring an 
end to their existence. Following their deaths by fratricide, the author of BW 
introduces the crux of the problem of the union of the Watchers and women: 
the emergence of evil spirits from the bodies of the giants. 
5.5 Etiology of Evil Spirits 
BW's depiction of the origin of evil spirits describes the beginning of an 
ongoing problem with evil spirits in the 2TP. It is evident from a number of 
references in early Jewish literature that these spirits had taken up a place in 
the theological worldview of at least a portion of Early Judaism.4s This may 
explain, or be explained by, the aetiological use of Genesis 6 in the 
development of evil spirits in 1 Enoch 15-16. 
Before exploring the etiology further, it is important to consider an 
objection raised by Devorah Dimant. She has argued, "From the viewpoint of 
44 Petersen has suggested that Gen 6.1-4 is a text which "sets Yahweh's limitations on 
human life in the primeval period, a time when the world was being moulded," see Petersen, 
"Genesis 6," 54-5. Petersen argues, "The mortality of humanity, the absol~te ~~dary, was 
established in Genesis 3. Genesis 6.1-4 serves to preserve and set specific hunts on that 
temporality ... 
4S See e.g. 4Q560; 4Q510; 4Q511; 4Q230; 4Q231; 11qll; ~QapGen; 4Q544~ ~Q429; and 
4Q444. The evil spirits are designated as TfVEU~aTa Tfov'lP.a, which ~ usually spants that le~ 
people to sin or cause illness. A pos~ible ori~in is found m ~e O.T. m.l S~ 16 and 18. I~ IS 
also found in literature of the immediate penod; see e.g. T. Simeon 3.5,4.9, T. Judah 16.1, T. 
Levi 5.6; 18.12; Tob 6.7; and in Gospel accounts of Luke 7.21; 8.2; 11.26; and Matt 12.43. 
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the story's structure and content, there is no place for demons or evil spirits. '''46 
She goes on to suggest that "if one assumes that evil spirits emerge from the 
bodies of the dead giants, there is no reason for the punishment of destruction 
imposed on the giants because the spirits continue to cause evil for humanity." 
She argues that the destruction of the giants does not fulfil its purpose, 
claiming that with the emergence of the evil spirits from the bodies of the 
giants, there is no need for the command to Gabriel and Raphael to cleanse the 
earth from evil (10.16). She contends that by allowing the evil spirits to exist, 
the command to cleanse the earth is not fulfilled.47 However, Dimant's 
objection should be refuted, and three points may be made. (1) The punishment 
of the giants is enacted on their physical bodies and in response to concern that 
all of humanity would be lost. (2) They must be stopped from reproducing with 
the humans (or perhaps other giants).48 (3) A second judgment is promised (1 
Enoch 10, 16) in which the evil spirits will be destroyed.49 
Dimant contends that the introduction of evil spirits in BW is from a 
different haggadic version of the story, which was combined with the story of 
the offspring as physical giants. According to her, two strands that bear 
distinctive emphasis describe the evil inflicted upon humanity: (l) the women 
gave birth to physical giants who attack humanity; and (2) the women gave 
birth to evil spirits. The inclusion of evil spirits who are not destroyed and who 
inflict distress upon humanity is "closer to a world view that explains the 
source of evil in the world and not a story about frightful sinners. "so She states 
that this view of the myth of the fallen angels is unfounded and is based on an 
emphasis of the account of the evil spirits. SI 
46 See Dimant, "Fallen Angels," 62. . 
47 John Collins and others suggest that this command to the archangels could eaSily be an 
event that will occur in the eschaton, as is suggested in J Enoch 16.1. See John J. Collins, 
"Methodological Issues in the Study of 1 Enoch: Reflections on the ~cles .of P. D. Hanson 
and O. W. Nickelsburg," in SBL Seminar Papers (ed. Paul J. Achtemeler; Missoula: Scholars 
Press, 1978),318-19. 
48 See n. 40 above. . . 49 S P I Sacchi Jewish Apocalyptic and Its History (trans. Wilham J. Short; JSPSup 
ee ao 0 , . th "a1read d t" 20' Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1990), 54. Sacchi suggests at Y an not ye 
es~hatology is a characteristic of 2TP Jewish apocalyptic ism. 
so Ibid., 63. 338 66 r. I' t f th h 
51 Idem, "Methodological Perspective," 330. See also p. , n. ,or a IS 0 OK W 0 
share this opinion with her. 
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Dimant seems to have misunderstood the author's intent; whether there are 
one or two or many different sources within BW is irrelevant, what does matter 
is that this story appears as a whole in the third to second centuries B.C.E. and 
therefore should be read and interpreted in that form because of the wide-
ranging influence it no doubt exerted on 2TP Judaism.52 Support for such a 
reading is readily available in the Qumran material, which provides evidence 
of a well-developed and widely received Watcher tradition in the third through 
the first centuries B.C.E. No matter what sources the author used, he was 
concerned with a story about the past (the origin of evil spirits), his present 
(the continued oppression of Israel by the spirits), and the future (the ultimate 
destruction of the spirits). 
In 1 Enoch 15.6 God declares to Enoch the extent to which the Watchers 
have disrupted the cosmos. They were spiritual beings that were never meant 
to cross the line of their heavenly existence and become part of the fleshly 
world (15.7). The continued existence of the angels did not require the act of 
procreation for which God gave women (9nAE I as) to men. Therefore, by 
procreating through the women, the Watchers have created an unauthorized 
new being, one that is a mix of the heavenly nature of angels and the body and 
flesh of humans: "they will be called evil spirits" and they will dwell among 
humans (15.8). 1 Enoch 15.9 helps to clarify further the spiritual nature of the 
giants. "Evil spirits came out from their bodies53 because they originated from 
above,54 and out of the holy Watchers; [this is] the origin of their creation and 
their foundation. They will be called evil spirits."55 The author of BWhas made 
it clear in 15.10 that, as spirits, the former giants are no threat to the heavenly 
realm; they are spirits born on the earth, who are confined to the earth. 
Conversely, they are perceived as a threat to humanity (15.11). 
52 See Collins, "Methodological Issues," 316. 
53 GreekSync reads, "They will be evil spirits, the evil spirits which have come out from the 
bodies of their flesh." 
54 GreekSync reads, "they originated from men" which is followed by Black, Book of En~h, 
34. The Gree~ and Ethiopic reading "from above" seems to make b~tter sense. Knib~ 
argues that "the clause explains why spirits came out of the .flesh of the. giants, ?ot. why evrl 
. 'ts e out" but it seems this is precisely the explanatlon; see Knibb, Eth.oprc Enoch, 
spm cam, . . . . L__ 1·· f 
2'101 Th . 'ts of the giants ongmated Within the Watchers, but ~ame eterna spmts 0 
. . e spm ··tual ak fth· ts impurity. Nickelsburg suggests that we should not compare the spm me-up 0 .e.glan 
with the spiritual make-up of humans, see Nickelsburg, Commentary, 272f. The spmt of • 
giant is a result of the Watchers spawning the~ s~b~tance onto the ~. 
5S GreekSync 90-10 reads, "They will be evil spmts upon the earth. 
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Similar to Genesis 6.5-7.24, there is no clear textual evidence in the 
Watcher tradition that permits the survival of the physical giant offspring from 
Genesis 6.4.56 On the contrary, their physical destruction seemed certain in 
each development of the tradition {l Enoch 15.12, 89.6 and Jub 7.25).57 
However, equally certain is the survival of the evil spirits that came out of 
their bodies upon their death (16.1). The giants, like their human counterparts, 
were composed of two elements; they each had a fleshly body, which could 
die, and they each had an immortal spirit (in the sense that its existence 
continued following a physical death).58 The spiritual element of the giants, 
however, had a slightly different nature to that of the human spirit. The giants' 
spirits, unlike the human spirit, were able to roam the earth unseen {l Enoch 
15.11), a trait inherited from their fathers. Alexander suggests an important 
difference that exists between the giants and angels; the former, as evil spirits, 
are able to invade the human body.59 This characteristic, it seems, goes beyond 
the description of their task as evil spirits upon the earth in 1 Enoch 15.11-12: 
"And the spirits of the giants, the nephilim,60 inflicting harm, being corrupt, 
and attacking, and fighting, and dashing on the ground,61 and they cause 
56 Stuckenbruck suggests there were sufficient grounds for the readers of 2TP literature to 
imagine that these giants had survived the Flood. He proposes two likely scenarios: (I) they 
escaped on the ark with Noah's family, either as part of it or otherwise (see 1 Enoch 106-07; 
4Q205 frag 5 ii; and IQapGen 2); and (2) the author of the biblical text omitted the specifics 
of how they survived the deluge, but from the many references in the biblical narrative, one 
may surmise their possible survival, see Stuckenbruck, "Angels and Giants," 356. See in 
particular the story of Nimrod as a YlyaS in Gen 10.8-11. Nimrod's connection to Babylon is 
perhaps alluded to in Eusebius' Praeparatio Evangelica 9.17.2-3. The city of Babylon is 
founded by the giants who escaped the Flood, who then built the tower of Babel (Gen 10.10; 
11.3-4); see R. Doran, "Pseudo-Eupolemus," in The Old Testament Pseudepigrapha (ed. 
James H. Charlesworth; 2 vols.; New York: Doubleday, 1983-85), 2:880 (see the discussion 
on pp. 100-01). . . 
57 This is also the case in several of the DSS fragments, 4Q370 1.6; 4Q202 IV 5-6; VI 8-10; 
4Q203 frag 5; 4Q204 v 2; vi 15-16; 4Q531 frag 4.5. . 
58 4Q531 14 indicates a self-description by the ~iants .that they are n.e~ther '~nes nor 
flesh " a form from which they will be blotted out, lDlplymg they are spmtual bemgs; see 
disc~ssion in Stuckenbruck, Book o/Giants, 159-60. See also T. Sol. 5.3, which identifies the 
demon Asmodeus of Tobit as the son of an angel with a human mother, identifying him as a 
giant (cf. also T. Sol. 17.1). 
59 See Alexander "Demonology of the DSS," 339. 
60 Unfortunately' there are no Aramaic fragments of this passage. All three extant versions, 
Eth· . G ekpaD ~d Greeksyoc appear corrupted and seem very disjointed. Black presents a tOpIC, re" th disc . f th 
good mix of the Greek versions; see Black,. Book 0t E~och, 34. ~ee e usslon 0 e 
corrupt nature of this portion of the text in Knlbb, Etluop.c Enoch, 2.101 
61 Gree~ reads here tr"EUJJaTa oKAl1pa YlycivTCAl" - "hard [harsh] spirits of [the] giants." 
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sorrow; and consuming nothing, but abstaining from eating and do not thirst, 
and they strike spirits."62 Nonetheless, as Alexander notes, this list of 
characteristics does not eliminate the possibility that the spirits are also 
capable of "possessing" a human body. 
Jubilees 1 0 describes a similar situation concerning the actions of the spirits 
of the giants following the Flood. Weare told that the unclean spirits began to 
lead astray humanity and to destroy them, "impure demons began to mislead 
Noah's grandchildren, to make them act foolishly, and to destroy them."63 This 
ability of the evil spirits to lead humanity astray may be premised on the 
Watchers' teaching their sons the mysteries of heaven. This idea is found 
initially in 1 Enoch 10.7, "not all the sons of men shall be destroyed through 
the mystery of everything which the Watchers made known and taught to their 
sons.,,64 1 Enoch 19.1 may suggest what exactly the humans were led to do that 
would destroy them, " ... [the spirits of the angels] who lead men astray so 
that they sacrifice to demons (cSal~ovloI5) as gods.,,65 Several passages in the 
62 See Greekpan, I<al rrpOOI<OrrTOVTa rrvEu~aTa - "striking spirits." Knibb has suggested 
"and are not observed," ibid., 2: 1 02; Black suggests "and produce hallucinations" (from 
GreekSYDC), Black, Book of Enoch, 34. 
63 Translation from James C. VanderKam, The Book of Jubilees (CSCO 511; Leuven: 
Peeters, 1989),58. Jubilees 10.1,2 identifies the spirits of the giants with the term "demon," 
which is not a term used in B W to identify the spirits. 
64 Italics mine. Translation Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2:88. This, again, is a very corrupt text 
that Knibb suggests was altered by Syncellus or his sources. J Enoch 16.3 explains that the 
instruction, which the Watchers taught humanity and their sons, was a "worthless mystery" 
that caused evil to increase on the earth. J Enoch 16.3 also implies that it was for malevolent 
reasons (perhaps jealousy?) that the Watchers taught these mysteries, "in the hardness of your 
hearts." 
65 There are suggestions in the Watcher tradition that imply the spirits of 19.1 may be the 
spirits of the giants. Nickelsburg suggests this can be found in 15.11 by reading VI~o~E"a 
("pasturing") for the Aramaic r V" corrupt for r vn (lead astray) or for r 1'1" (shatter) 
in lla; see Nickelsburg, Commentary, 268, 273. This idea is elaborated upon in Jubilees 7.27; 
10.2, 7-13; 11.4; and 12.20. The spirits, by implication, would carry on the activity of the 
giants and their fathers the Watchers based on 10.7. The Watcher tradition in Jubilees makes 
it clear that it is the spirits of the giants who lead humans astray (10.2), "and the sons of Noah 
came to Noah their father and they told him concerning the demons which were leading astray 
. . ." Jubilees 1 0.4 implies it is these same spirits which lead humans to make idols and to 
worship them, "and malignant spirits assisted and seduced them into ~ommi~g transgression 
and uncleanness." The difficulty with the extant forms of 19.1 IS that It challenges the 
interpretation of the judgment scene of the Watchers. in chapter 10 of B~ an~ Jubilees 5. If 
we interpret the story as pre-Flood, and there is nothmg to tell us otherwIse, It looks back to 
the time before the confinement of angels, when during their time on earth they led humanity 
to sacrifice to idols. Therefore, it may be plausible for one to suggest that the spirits of the 
giants are leading humanity to sacrifice to idols; ibid., 287. 
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Hebrew Bible (see e.g. Deut 32.17 and Ps 105.37) state that humans were 
sacrificing to demons.66 According to these two examples, the people were led 
to sacrifice to demons (Hebrew, O'irD) as gods.67 Although we cannot assume 
that these texts influenced the author of B W, it seems the author was aware of 
the practice in Israel's history. 
The author of BW introduced an answer to the evil in his day that the 
Genesis Flood narrative does not address. The Genesis narrative implies that 
all corrupt flesh will be destroyed in the deluge (Gen 6.13). This throws the 
spotlight on the figure of Noah, in whom both biblical narrative and BW are 
theologically invested. What does complete annihilation through the Flood 
mean in relation to Noah?68 As the rest of the story of Genesis shows, sin 
continues after the Flood.69 Genesis simply implies that sin survived through 
Noah and his family, whereas the Watcher tradition recounts the survival of 
the evil spirits as an explanation of why evil persists in the author's day. 
However, the author does not leave the reader without hope concerning these 
evil spirits. In 1 Enoch 16.1, he describes their unabated oppression and 
affliction of humanity, but he reports that there is a limit to their dominion. 
The great Day of Judgment will end their powers over humans and they will be 
judged and punished along with the Watchers and human sinners. 
Jubilees presents a slightly different view of the post-deluge actions of the 
evil spirits. It is a perspective that perhaps brings the actions of the surviving 
evil spirits in line with the limited demonic activity we find in the Hebrew 
Bible. 1 Enoch 15.12 states that the spirits of the giants "will rise against the 
66 These demons (6al~ovla) should not be understood as the evil spirits of the giants, but 
rather as the spiritual powers of the principalities and nations (cf. Deut 32.8 and Sir 17.17). 
67 The Greekpan text of 1 Enoch 16.1 states that these evil spirits will corrupt humanity 
without judgment until the great judgment. The Ethio~ic text differs significantly from the 
Greek texts in this verse. Siam Bhayro has suggested m a personal correspondence that the 
GreekpaD text is likely the most reliable in comparison to the Aramai~ ~riginal o~ BW. 1b~ 
Ethiopic makes no mention of the continued ~estructive ~ork Of. the ~mts of the gIants ~ntd 
the Day of Judgment. Another significant vanant occurs m 16.3 tn whIch the Gree~ d~scnbes 
the mysteries that the Watchers revealed as mysteries of God, whereas the EthlOP1C reads 
worthless mysteries. . . . 
68 Noah's prayer in Jubilees 10.3 implies that he IS very m~ch aware of his smful nature 
and is thankful for the mercy and grace that God has ~~own t.o him. . 
69 Jubilees 10.8 states that following the Flood great IS the WIckedness of the sons of 
men." 
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sons of men and women because they came forth from them. "70 The context of 
this verse, established in 15.11, seems to indicate little restraint is placed upon 
the activity of the giants' spirits; their end will come only in the eschaton. The 
author of Jubilees 10 further develops this element of the Watcher tradition by 
limiting the autonomy of the evil spirits. It is possible from Charles' reading of 
10.6 that, up to this point, the spirits had free reign over humanity (similar to 
what we find in 1 Enoch 15.11-12), "for you [God] alone can exercise 
dominion over them. And let them not have power over the sons of the 
righteous.,,71 God then orders the archangels to bind all the evil spirits (10.7), 
but the chief of the spirits, Mastema, implores the Lord to leave some of them 
with him in order to carry out his task against humanity. This is a major shift 
from the role of the evil spirits in BW; there they have no apparent leader, and 
there is no mention of the figure of Satan (Mastema in Jubilees). The notion of 
a leader over the realm of evil spirits seems to have been taken up in some of 
the DSS that express a demonological interest. The figure in the DSS, 
identified as Belial, may be connected to Mastema in Jubilees (see below). 
Excursus: Mastema and Beliaf2 
The term Mastema originates from the Hebrew root C~~ (satam) which is a 
derivative of l~tD (satan).73 The origins of this personification are found in the 
Hebrew Bible.74 Mastema appears in Hosea 9.7-8 as a noun that is translated 
70 This verse seems to imply the reason for the spirits' oppression of humanity is simply 
that they were born out of their flesh. This could indicate a need for the spirit to reoccupy 
flesh, i.e. possession. Alexander suggests that "as disembodied spirits roaming the world, like 
the human 'undead,' they particularly seek embodiment, with all its attendant problems for 
the one whom they possess," see Alexander, "Demonology of the DSS," 339. 
71 Nickelsburg, Commentary, 287, n. on 10.6. Nickelsburg argues that Charles has 
emended the Ethiopic without due cause, and that it should read; "for you alone know their 
punishment; and may they not have power over the sons of the ~~teous." . . 
72 See J. W. van Henten, "Mastemah," in Dictionary of Deities and Demons In the Bible 
(DDD) (2d ed.; ed. Karel van der Toom, Bob Beeking, ~d Peiter ~. ~~ ~er ,,~o~t; 
LeidenlGrand Rapids: BrilllEerdmans, 1999), 553-54 and DaVid S. Sperlmg, Behal, Ibid, 
169.;;7~~e P.L. Day, An Adversary in Heaven: sa.tan in the Hebrew Bible (HSM 43; Atlanta: 
Scholars, 1988). thirt . 
74 The LXX uses the term cSuxpoAos to translate the Hebrew It:)G'1 een tunes as a 
J b 1 6 7(2) 8 9 12(2)' 2 1 2(2) 3,4,6, 7; Zech 3.1, 2(2); and 1 Chr 21.1. In proper name - 0 ., '" ,., , .'
th
' 't ld be lID' pll'cd that It:)G'1 is a member of the bene elol .. ",; however, It 
ese mstances, I cou " , 
could be understood that he bas been singled out, thus leavm.g room to recOgnIZe hllD as so~e 
f be, Th Hebrew It:)~ is transliterated three tunes (1 Kgs 11,14, 23, 25) and lS other type 0 mg. e 
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"hostility." It has likely evolved from the concept of hostility or adversarial 
conduct to the personification of this concept in postbiblical Judaism in the 
figure of Satan, Mastema (Jubilees), Belial (DSS),1s and other designations in 
the New Testament.76 In Jubilees 10.8, he is seen as the "chief of the spirits" 
and is identified as Satan in 10.11.77 It seems likely that the origin of Mastema 
as the leader of the demonic realm began in Jubilees and the Qumran 
literature. The Watcher tradition in 1 Enoch makes no mention of this figure as 
a part of the group of angels who descended to earth, nor does it allow for any 
of the Watchers to have the freedom to act as an adversary following their 
encounter with humanity; all of them have been bound up until their judgment 
(1 Enoch 10.4-6, 12). It seems unlikely that he is the fallen angel of later 
Christian tradition,78 but rather an angel or entity that did the work of God in 
the area of the punishment of the enemies of God and testing the faith of the 
people of God (see Job 1.6; 2.1).79 The Qumran literature introduces a shift in 
his role of an instrument in the economy of God to the leader of those beings 
who are the enemies of God's people.80 
The concept of Belial is thought to have originated in the Hebrew Bible, 
possibly 2 Samuel 22.5 (cf. also Ps 18.5), which reads "the torrents of Beliaf' 
translated as ETT(~OUAOS (adversary) in 1 Kgs 5.18. In these four instances, l~~ is portrayed as 
a human adversary. 
7S See e.g. 4Q390 1.11; 4Q387a 3.3.4; and 4Q388a 1.2.6 - angels of enmity, ":ll~'O 
n'Ol::ltVOi1, God abandoned Israel to these angels to serve other gods. 4Q390 2.1.7 - angels of 
enmity, n'Ol::l~Oi1 "::::l~'O, who lead people astray from God (same task as Jubilees 10); also 
paralleled to "dominion of Belial," 'V",:J n'rvoo. lQM 13.1~12 - Belial is equated to an 
angel of enmity that is equated to Mastema. Spirits of his lot are angels of destruction, ':In 
":J~'O. lQM 13.4 - Belial has a plan of enmity, i10l::l~O. IQM 14.9 - i10l::lm is equated to 
works of Belial; see also 4Q286 7.2.1-3 for similar comparison. See CD 16.5 - angel of 
enmity, i10l::ltV0i11~'O, follows after the enemies of God (Jubilees 15.321). " . 
76 Michael Mach, citing Exod 4.24 and Jubilees 49.2, suggests that Mastema, the prmce 
of demons " developed from the angel of the Lord who was assigned to inflict punishment on 
those wh~ opposed the Lord; see Michael Mach, Entwicklungssladien des judischen 
Engelglaubens in vorrabbinischer Zeit (Tiibingen: Mohr Sie~eck, 1992), ~ ~, ~6. 
77 Syncellus uses 0 6ICX~OAOS to identify Mastema, the chief of the spmts m 1 Enoch 10.8. 
The Ethiopic of 10.11 reads say!t{lan. For Satan in the DSS, see llQPs' 19.15 - which 
S to be identifying Satan as the Mastema figure of Jubilees 10 along with the evil appear ·1 .. " lQS" I 8 
spirits of the giants, "Let not Satan l1~27] rule over me, nor an eVl spmt. . . . 
identifies the enemy of holiness as ll::ltV m a general manner. 
78 See Alexander "Demonology of the DSS," 341. 
79 It is possible that the figure of Satan bec~e personified in an .effort to protect the image 
of God and to deflect blame for his wrathful actions towards humamty. 
80 See in particular the War Scroll. 
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en" ,::1 .. 'nJ).81 This phrase stands in parallel with "waves of death," which 
Sperling suggests implies a personification of wickedness alongside a 
personification of death (n10-"1:JrDO).82 The figure of BeliallBeliar is 
prominent in 2TP literature.83 He plays a leading role in the ongoing struggle 
between good and evil in the sectarian documents of Qumran in which there 
are significant parallels or allusions between Belial and the figure of 
Mastema. 84 BeliallBeliar is clearly a leader of a group of spirits in 2TP 
81 See a parallel in lQHa XI 29, 32. 
82 Sperling correctly suggests a possible origin of personification of Belial in 2 Sam 22.5 
with a parallel in Ps 18.5, but his suggestion that most of the occasions of ~lJ~~::l in the 
Hebrew Bible are serious crimes against the Israelite religion is exaggerated with one 
exception, Deuteronomy 13.14, which describes a person who is leading others to idol 
worship, see Sperling, "Belial," 169. Of the approximately twenty-four Hebrew passages 
which contain ~lJ~ ~::l, the majority are simply describing a person of a debased nature [Deut 
13.13; 15.9; Judg 19.22; 1 Sam 1.16; 2.12; 10.27; 25.17; 25.25; 2 Sam 16.7; 1 Kgs 21.10,13; 
2 Chr 13.7; Job 34.18; Ps 41.9; 101.3 (perhaps identifies an idol); Prov 6.12; 16.27; 19.28; 
Nah 1.11, 15; 2.1]. It is possible that we can interpret Nahum 2.1 as a personification of 
wickedness or evil. The Greek translation does perhaps carry a rendition that is closer to 
Sperling's interpretation of the action being contrary to the law. 
83 Some thirty-six references to BeliallBeliar are found in T12P (this number is likely to 
fluctuate considerably due to the number of existing versions); see Kee, "Testaments of the 
Twelve Patriarchs." T. Levi 19.1 sets the works of Beliar in opposition to the Law of the Lord; 
T. Simeon 2.7 - Prince of Error, a personification of the spirit of jealousy; 3.5 and 4.8 imply 
possession - "stirs up his soul and fills his body with terror"; T. Judah 1-3 suggest sexual 
promiscuity, love of money, and idolatry separate one from the law, which would imply these 
are "works of Beliar"; T. Issachar 6.1 personifies Beliar as an enemy of God; T. Dan 1.7 -
the physical possession of Dan by a spirit of Beliar which spoke to him to kill Joseph - a 
spirit of anger; T. Gad 4.7 - a spirit of hatred works by Satan through human frailty; T. 
Naphtali 8.6 - he who does evil will be inhabited by the devil as an instrument; T. Asher 1 -
two spirits at work in people; good and evil inclination; T. Benjamin 3.3 - spirits of Beliar 
seek to oppress humans; T. Reuben 2-3 suggests there are multiple spirits at work in his 
world. See also Martyrdom and Ascension of Isaiah 1.8 - he appears to be an agent of Beliar, 
who causes Manasseh to do evil; and 2.1 - the appearance of Sammael Malkira as a wicked 
angel who dwelt in King Manasseh; see also 3.13; 5.15; 7.9; and 11.41. See Michael A. 
Knibb, "Martyrdom and Ascension of Isaiah," in OTP (ed. James H. Charlesworth; 2 vols.; 
New York: Doubleday, 1983-85),2:143-76. 
84 See e.g. lQS 1.16-2.8 - he is personified as the leader of the wicked; lQM XIV 9 notes 
the empire of Belial; 4Q390 2 1 4 - dominion of Belial, ~D~'::l n,fDCO; CD 4.12-15; 5.8; 
lQM I 4-5; 13-16 - there is an eschatological war against the army of Belial, ~ho is the 
leader of the sons of darkness; 4Q386 I 2.3 notes that a son of Belial (darkness) IS a person 
under the influence of Belial who tries to oppress Israel; lQM XIII 4-12 equates Belial with 
Mastema and all the spirits of his lot are wicked; llQll IV 1.12 identifies Belial as Satan, 
prince of enmity, ruler of the abyss of darkness (~ 11.5-6), ruler of the earth (III 1.9). lQM 
XIII 12 describes these spirits as '::In "::l~~, whiCh, Alexander has argued correcdy, should 
be interpreted as "agent of destruction" rather than "ansel," see Alexander, "Demonology .of 
th DSS" 334 A second possibility is that the ~::ln "::l~"C was the role of the Watchers pnor 
to etheir fall. This may be the reason they are found appearing along with Satan in Job land 2 
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Judaism who is attempting to lead astray the people of Israel from following 
Yahweh and his commandments. Even so, he may still be operating as an agent 
of God during this period. It is possible that in the DSS we find the authors of 
several fragments implying that the spirit of Belial or the spirits with him are 
oppressing humans. This is clearly a parallel to the work of Mastema and the 
spirits in Jubilees 10. 8S 
The author of Jubilees (10.8) has followed a similar pattern of expanding 
the story concerning the evil spirits in the Watcher tradition as the author of 
BW had done with the bene elohim in Genesis. Mastema is introduced in a 
leadership role over the evil spirits similar to the role of Shemihazah over the 
Watchers. In addition, he has limited the autonomy of the evil spirits. The 
author of B W makes no mention of the spirits being under a leader or as a part 
in the economy of God (1 Enoch 16.1). Jubilees has placed the evil spirits 
within in the economy of God and under a central leader who, in the biblical 
tradition, must answer to God. Each author has presented his version of the 
Watcher tradition, a motif which introduces the reason for the continued battle 
of good and evil in 2TP Judaism. Each has presented it in a way that to one 
degree or another separates God from the responsibility for the evil that Israel 
sees around it. 
5.6 A Developing Anthropology 
The demonology that was developing in various 2TP Jewish writings offers an 
analogy between demonic and human spirits. While comparing the description 
of the two categories of spirits, one is able to recognize a developing 
anthropology that allows for the affliction and possession of humans. As the 
sources show, the understanding of human nature is bound up with perceptions 
of evil. This is already suggested in 1 Enoch 15-16, which, at the same time, 
(cf. Jubilees 17.16). Is it possible then that not all of the Watchers rebelled, but some of them 
remain in the service of God's economy? Mastema's request for the spirits to remain and help 
hi to corrupt humanity leads to the question: What was he using for help prior to this? It 
se:ms possible that his request for sO,me of the spirits of the giants to help him to corrupt 
humans would imply that he needed pnor help, 
8S See also the parallel drawn between Beliar in Jubilees 1.20 and Satan of Job 1.6. From 
th ' d th reference in Jubilees 10, which connects Mastema and Satan, we can conclude 15, an e fi th be' 
that Beliar and Mastema can be considered different names or e same mg. 
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leaves a number of questions about human nature unanswered. Fortunately, 
some authors of the DSS and other early Jewish literature have taken up BWs 
account about evil spirits to formulate an anthropology that reveals more fully 
the effects of the interaction of these spirits with humanity. 
The author of BW presents a basic picture of his anthropology in chapter 15 
by offering a comparison of the human makeup to that of the Watchers and the 
giants. 1 Enoch 15.5 states that humans are physical beings and require 
physical reproduction in order to continue their species. They are described as 
having souls (see 9.10; 22.3) that cry out to heaven from the place of the dead 
following their demise at the hand of the giants.86 It is implied in 15.10 that 
because they were born on the earth they have spirits (cf. 20.3; 22.3, 5).81 The 
angels on the other hand are immortal beings (15.6) who do not need to 
reproduce, as their immortality is a given (15.7). For them to reproduce, 
therefore, was to contravene the law of the cosmos. Whether through rebellion 
against God, or sinful lust, the Watchers fell and lost their immortality. This 
did not involve a change in nature; rather it meant that they would be 
destroyed in eschatological judgment. 
The author also presents a basic picture of his giantology in chapters 15-16. 
The giant offspring are of a mixed nature. They are similar to humans in that 
they are born of flesh and blood, and so, unlike their fathers the Watchers, they 
could die a physical death. They also shared the nature of angels; they are 
immortal spirits that emerged from their physical bodies at the point of death 
and are able to remain active on the earth (15.9). The physical and spiritual 
nature of the giants described in BW reveals some key distinctions between the 
giants (and ultimately their evil spirits) and humanity. These distinctions are 
apparent in the notion of spirit and soul, which will be discussed below. 
86 An important point to note here is the omission of any existence of the human soul or 
spirit outside of the "places of the dead." I am unaware of any instances in the Hebrew Bible 
that describe the body and soul together in Sheol. There are several passages which state the 
soul (nephesh) will be brought up out of Sheol; see Ps 30.3, 49.16 (MT), 86.13, 89.49 (MT); 
and Prov 23.14. 1 Enoch 22.3-5 states that all the souls and spirits of the dead are gathered to 
these places until the day of their judgment. This is a clear contrast to the spirits of the angels 
and giants that either have to be bound under the earth (angels) or be free to roam the earth 
(giants). 
87 These passages seem to make no clear distinction b~~ee~ the human soul and spirit. 
They are perhaps two distinct parts of the human compOSition, Inseparable from each other, 
but not from the human flesh. 
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However, we shall first consider the general use of "spirit" and "soul" in the 
biblical tradition. 
5.6.1 Spirit in the Biblical Tradition 
In the biblical tradition, it is difficult to discern a clear distinction between 
spirit and soul with reference to the nature of humans (e.g. Isa 26.9 soul II 
spirit). Genesis 2.7 states the soul comes from the breath of God which is , 
imparted to humans in the "breath of life," (nephesh, rD!)J). The spirit on the 
other hand is not clearly identified. It is thought to be a force that is external to 
the body that operates in or through the body. Ezekiel 37.5-10 identifies the 
spirit as something that is also given to the human body by God. 
The LXX translates the Hebrew n" (ruah) primarily with the Greek 
TTVEUIJO with a few exceptions (e.g. Gen 41.8, Exod 35.21, 'i'uX~). nVEUIJO is 
used to identify several things. It may refer to the human spirit, a spirit sent by 
God, the spirit of God, and the spirit of holiness.88 The LXX has followed a 
similar pattern of consistency with nephesh, for which 'i'uxn serves as the 
primary translation with a few exceptions.89 However, it is difficult to discern 
whether BW has followed a similar consistency in the use of n" and rD!)J due 
to the lack of Aramaic fragments of the lines in question. Therefore, it is 
impossible to distinguish when the Greek translators of BW were using TTVEUIJO 
for n'i and 'i'uXTJ for rD!lJ with reference to humans. However, we find in BW 
(GreekPan) a consistent use of TTVEUIJO(TO) when referring to the spirits of the 
giants or the angels.9O The Greekpan sync versions of B W (as well as the Ethiopic) 
describe the humans as having both a soul ('i'uX~)91 and spirit (TTVEUIJO).92 
88 See e.g. in LXX Num 5.14, spirit of jealousy; Num 11.25, spirit of prophecy; Gen 41.38, 
spirit of God; Ps 30.6, spirit of a human; Ps 50.13, the Holy Spirit. , 
89 See e.g. Lev 17.4; the Hebrew fZ7'Mi1 (the man) is translated \jIu)(11 and Deut 6.6 the 
Hebrew ::l::l' (heart) is also translated \jIuxn. Of note is Lev 16.29, which indicates that to 
practice physical self-denial is to "afflict the soul." This expression may indicate a connection 
between the physical body and the soul. 
90 There is one exception to this in 1 Enoch 16.1. This text is considered conupt and there 
is no Aramaic text with which to compare the Greek or Ethiopic. The Greek texts identify the 
spirits of the giants as the ones that ~ame ~ut ,?f th~ir souls and their flesh. The E~opic ~, 
"the spirits have gone out from thell' bodies which makes better sense; cf. Knibb, Eth.op.e 
Enoch, 102. Milik has made a questionable reconstruction of 13.6 with pi1[nlV!)]l (see 4QEnc 
vi 1, plate XII), which refers to the spirits of ang~ls. 
91 See 1 Enoch 9.3, 10 - souls of those crymg out; 22.3, souls of the dead and souls of 
men; and 4Q530 col. II 1 - concerning the death of our souls. 
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Two other biblical texts that characterize the human soul are Leviticus 
17.11 and 14, which states the soul (fD!)j, \jJUXD) of any living creature is in its 
blood. We can assume that this text is talking about animals and humans, 
although the author of B W, if he knew this passage, may have thought this 
referred to the giants as well.93 If the author of BW knew this passage, then it 
may have informed his anthropology and quite possibly his giantology. From 
the Leviticus text, one might infer that since the giants were both spirit and 
flesh (1 Enoch 15.8), then they too must have spirit and soul, but the author 
does not make this clear. In fact, we should keep in mind that the author of BW 
does not correlate the nature of the giants with the nature of humans. 1 Enoch 
15.10 states that spirits that were born on the earth must dwell on the earth, 
something that obviously applies to humans and, in the case of BW, the giants. 
Whereas the author of 15.8 implies that the spiritual origin of the giants is 
from the Watchers, he does not clearly articulate the spiritual origin of human 
beings. 
5.7 Giantology versus Anthropology 
In BW, while the physical giants are still alive they are confined to the earth, as 
are humans. The spirits of the giants, though heavenly in nature, are confined 
to the earthly realm, unable to approach the heavens as spirits after the death of 
their physical bodies. BW states that at the point of death, humans, as spirit and 
soul, are removed from upon the earth to the "places of the dead" (22.3).94 The 
giants however, upon death are not confined to the places of the dead, but 
rather their spirits roam freely upon the earth.9S A clear difference between the 
anthropology and giantology of the author of BWemerges: there is no evidence 
92 See 1 Enoch 20.3, spirits of men; 22.3, spirits of men; spirit of Abel; 22.9, spirits of the 
dead and of the righteous; 22.11 (2), spirits of the dead; and 22.13, spirits of the righteous. 
93 Milgrom suggests that Leviticus mutes the demonology within Israel during the pre-
exilic period and he argues that ~e de~~ns have been exp~ged ~m the, world and man is 
now responsible for the demonIC actIvIty. See Jacob MIlgrom, Israel s Sanctuary: The 
Priestly Picture of Dorian Gray," RB 83 (1976): 390-99. 
94 1 Enoch implies all souls go to Sheol to await the judgment, 102.S - the righteous, and 
in 102.11 the wicked. The wick.ed human spirits ~ destroyed in the fire (98.3); 99.11 - "they 
will be killed in Sheol- they WIll not have peace. . '" . 
95 Jubilees 10.7, 11 states that in order for the eV1~ sp~ts o~ the g18Dts to stop oppressmg 
humans they must be bound in the place of condemnation, I.e. WIth the Watchers. 
• 
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that the giants' spirits linger in the places of the dead, nor do human spirits 
roam freely upon the earth.96 This may imply that for the author of BW, the 
giants are composed of angelic spirits (cf. 15.10), not of human souls per se, 
and that this difference perhaps allows them the freedom to roam the earth. 
This giantology of BW raises some interesting questions concerning the 
nature of the giants, and in particular, about their relationship to humans. Was 
there an innate incompatibility between the angelic spirit of the giant and his 
flesh? Is this the reason they had such a violent nature?97 It seems the spirits of 
the giants were not able to exist within a physical body without bringing about 
violent behaviour because they are illegitimate and not properly constituted.98 
By contrast, God created humans both physically and non-physically. This is a 
key distinction between humans and giants: God has no part in the creation of 
the giants (1 Enoch 15.7-12).99 
We have two very distinct created beings present in BW. The Watchers, who 
are only spirit, have mated with humans who are spirit, soul, and flesh. The 
resulting hybrid has, according to the story, only spirit and flesh. The spirit of 
the giant is a corrupted spirit that has evolved from the angels (15.9). The 
human spirit in B W is created directly from God; we must assume that 
although the author does not mention the spiritual origin of humans, the 
96 This could lead to the understanding that the spirit and soul are inseparable. If we 
assume the giants do have souls then they will likely follow a similar composition to humans; 
the spirit and soul will be inseparable upon the death of the body. 
97 It should be noted that the violent behaviour of the giants is strikingly similar to the type 
of action found in some of the pericopes of demonic possession in the Gospels. See e.g. Mk 
1.23, 26; 5.2-8; 9.20-25; Lk 4.33-35; 8.29. Mk 5.4-5 perhaps betrays the influence of the 
giantology of BW in its description of the actions of the demoniac. The presence of the 
unclean spirit within his body results in violent and destructive behaviour, although it is toned 
down considerably from the actions of the giants. This may be directly related to the "angelic" 
nature of the unclean spirit that is now confined to a human body. 
98 If Gen 2.7 were brought into consideration, God would have played no part in the 
creation of these beings, as they would not have received the "breath of life." Against this 
background, the giants were without the nephesh. 
99 Jubilees 5.7-10 may create some difficulty in keeping God separated from any role in 
the creation of the giants. In the context of discussing the Watchen and the destruction of 
their sons, Gen 6.3 ("my spirit shall not always abide on man; for they also are flesh and their 
days shall be one hundred and twenty yean") is inserted into the story in reference to the 
slaying of the giants by the sword. The author of B W makes it clear that the spirits of the 
giants are illegitimate and therefore do not come from God, which would appear to negate any 
connection of the giants to the Gen 6.3 vene. The only explanation to offer is that the Jubilees 
tradition is a later interpretation that equated this vene to the giants. See discussion of the 
interpretation of Gen 6.3 above, ch. 3, 3.2.3 . 
.., " 
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anthropology of BW does not undermine the Jewish belief that the spirits of 
humans are created in the image of God (see T. Naphtali 2.5). We are 
presented with what may be understood as two created images of human 
beings, one with the corrupt spirit of the giants and the other with the spirit of 
God. What we have then in BW is a possible "origin of evil" in early 
Judaism. loo The spirit of God (n"a) within humans results in the existence of 
"good" within creation, while the spirit of the Watchers (n"b) within the 
giants results in the origin of evil which would rise to prominence as a result of 
the desire to exonerate God from any responsibility for evil amongst Jews (and 
Christians) in the coming centuries. IOI If we recognize this as a possibility, the 
giantology we recover in BWbecomes, perhaps, the origin of, or at least a step 
towards, the developing ethical dualism attested in the DSS (and T12P). 
5.8 Conclusion 
BW has represented the sons of God of Genesis 6 as Watcher angels, who 
have, for reasons not fully explained, rebelled against God. The story of the 
rebellion has parallels in Hellenistic and Near Eastern sources, but the myth 
may have originated in the Israelite tradition. The author of BW has taken up 
the Genesis narrative (or possibly a common source) and expanded the myth of 
the bene elohim to incorporate the story of the origin of evil spirits and their 
continued existence during the post-deluge period. 
The focus of the author of BW is the lasting effect the action of the angels 
had upon themselves, their offspring, and humanity. The intrusion of the 
angels into the human realm resulted in the birth of the giants and the 
destruction of humanity. More importantly, it has brought about the existence 
of evil spirits. Within the framework of this story, the author of BWbegins the 
development of an early Jewish anthropology that is further defined by certain 
100 See John Collins, "The Origin of Evil in Apocalyptic Literature and the Dead Sea 
Scrolls," in Supplements to Vetus Testamentum Congress Volume Paris 1992 (ed. et at, J.A. 
Emerton; Leiden: E.J. Brill, 1995),25-38. Collins argues the story of the Watchers "provides 
a paradigm for the origin of sin and evil" in humanity. 
101 If accepted, this anthropology/giantology may be responsible for later demonic motifs 
such as possession and exorcism. It is possible that the giantology of BW, later adopted as a 
dualistic anthropology, understood the giants as humans possessed by evil spirits that required 
the exorcising of these spirits in order to restore the individual to the community of God. 
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authors of the DSS and incorporated into the anthropology and theology of 
early Judaism. The evolution of this anthropology alongside the giantology of 
BW would contribute to the emerging demonology (i.e. affliction of humanity 
by evil spirits) in early Jewish literature and in the later New Testament where 
it seems to be more coherent. The reception and development of this 
demonology in early Jewish literature is most visible in the incantation prayers 
and prayers of protection in the DSS, which contain parallels or at least 
allusions to the Watcher tradition in 1 Enoch. As will be seen below the 
authors of several of the DSS texts embraced the Watcher tradition and 
advanced the demonology and anthropology within their dualistic worldview. 
Chapter 6 
Reception of the Watcher Tradition 
in the Dead Sea Scrolls 
6.1 Introduction 
The Watcher tradition in 1 Enoch describes the rebellion of a group of God's 
angels and the consequences of their actions. The author's interpretation of 
Genesis 6.1-4, by which he presented his giantology, introduced the reader to 
the emergence of evil spirits. As will be seen below, demonology would 
become a significant theme in Palestinian Judaism around the tum of the Era. I 
Alongside these evil spirits, the early stages of an anthropology can be seen 
that characterizes humanity as susceptible to the attacks of the evil spirits. 
We can only assume from the presence of B W amongst the DSS that the 
evil spirits introduced in BW had some influence upon the developing 
demonology recovered in the Scrolls.2 The lack of a clear anthropology in BW 
perhaps minimizes the influence it had upon the anthropology of the Scrolls; 
however, similar to BW, some DSS fragments betray some form of 
susceptibility within humans to attack by evil spirits (cf. 1 En 15.12).3 
Therefore, it seems plausible to suggest that the demonology and anthropology 
I See Sacchi, Jewish Apocalyptic, 58. Sacchi argues that Jewish apocalyptic ideology 
originated in BW and the thought of BW was inserted (taken up) as much as possible into the 
traditional context of Jewish thought. 
2 For discussion of the influence of 1 Enoch on the author of 4Qinstruction see 
Stuckenbruck, "4Qinstruction and the Possible Influence of Early Enochic Traditions: An 
Evaluation" in The Wisdom Texts From Qumran and the Development of Sapiential Thought 
(BETL 159; ed. C. Hempel, A. Lange and H. Lichtenberger: Leuven: Peeters, 2002), 245-61. 
Due to the dating of the relevant DSS, it should not be assumed that the fragments that contain 
episodes of the demonic in the DSS had any influence upon the author of B W. 
J These concepts are found primarily in scroll fragments that depict the harassment of 
humans by the spirits of Beliar. See e.g. 1 QH" 5 20; 4Q417 2 II 12; 4Q370 I 3; 4Q280 1 2; 
1 QM 13; 4Q286. 
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of the Watcher tradition provided a conceptual basis on which the authors of 
some of the DSS could further develop their demonology and anthropology.~ 
The DSS contain three main themes that underscore the reality of evil spirits 
in the worldview of 2TP Judaism. The first theme is the idea of the good and 
evil inclination in humanity. The good and evil inclination is an intricate part 
of the second motif, the work of Belial and his efforts to test and tempt people 
to tum from God and to neglect His commandments. The third theme is found 
in the "incantation prayers" in several fragments. These prayers reveal an 
understanding within Judaism of a need for protection against evil spirits that 
appear to find their origin in the Watcher tradition. I will discuss each of these 
motifs in detail in an effort to attest to the taking up of the Watcher tradition in 
Early Judaism as a mechanism to explain the problem of evil. First, I would 
like to offer an excursus that presents the various "dualisms" that might be 
understood in the major documents under discussion below. 
Excursus: Dualism in Relevant Qumran Fragments 
It is difficult to identify a single concept of dualism in the relevant Qumran 
material. It can be proposed that there are three primary "dualisms" present in 
the worldview of the community. The first, "cosmic dualism," establishes that 
two opposing forces of good and evil exist within both the cosmos and 
humanity. However, the forces, i.e. spiritual beings, involved are neither causal 
nor coeternal. The second is understood as an "ethical dualism" that separates 
humanity into two distinct groups based upon the presence of virtues or vices 
at work in the lives of the group's members. The third category, 
"psychological dualism," depicts the struggle of an individual with two 
internal inclinations (e.g. ::J'~i1 I~~ and 1'1i1 I~') that are being influenced by 
the opposing forces within the cosmic dualism to follow or not follow God.s 
4 See e.g. 1 QS 3.24 - describes the spirits who lead humanity to iniquity, 1 Enoch IS. 11 ; 
19.1; 4Q387a frag 3 III 3f - Israel is abandoned to the messengers of enmity and the worship 
of other gods, 1 Enoch 19.1; 4QSli frag 3 Sand frag 10 11 use language found in 1 Enoch I-
S and 12-16 - "you shall have no peace"; 11 Q 11 V - mentions demons who arc perhaps the 
offspring of humans and angels, 1 Enoch IS.12; 4QS60 frag 1 I - describes an evil spirit that 
penetrates human flesh, 1 Enoch IS.ll; 4Q266 frag 6.I.Sf - describes the healing from leprosy 
which is caused by a spirit, 1 Enoch IS.11; possibly 4Q417 frag 2.1.16f - Enosh did not 
follow after the "spirit of the flesh," 1 Enoch IS.12; and 1 QH D8.19-20 - spirit of a just man 
(Noah), 1 Enoch 10.1. 
S For a thorough discussion of the dualisms present in the Qumran material. see Jorg Frey, 
"Different Patterns of Dualistic thought in the Qumran Library. Reflections of their 
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In what follows, I will discuss briefly and attempt to categorize the dualistic 
characteristics within the text of various fragments found in the Qumran 
library. There are numerous fragments that could fall into this category; 
therefore, I will focus on just a few in order to give an overall picture of the 
dualistic worldview presented in the material; however, it is not my intention 
to present them in any particular order of importance to the community or in 
chronological order. 
1 QS-Rule of the Community6 
1 QS 3.13-4.26 should be considered a multi-faceted dualistic document that 
contains three possible categories: cosmic, ethical, and psychological. 7 It is 
probable, as Frey and others have argued,8 that this section of text is an older 
text used by the community and added to the covenant liturgy 1.1-3.13 for 
specific reasons. The additional sections, 1.1-4.26, were then added to the 
Community Rule lQS 3.13-4.26 is characterized as a sapiential document with 
its primary instruction providing wisdom for individuals in the community to 
be able to discern good and wicked (see 4.24). lQS 3.18-19 introduces a 
psychological dualism that declares God has "created for him [Le. humanity] 
two spirits to walk in until the appointed time of his visitation, that is the 
Background and History," in Legal Texts and Legal Issues: Proceedings of the Second 
Meeting of the International Organizationfor Qumran Studies, Cambridge 1995, Published in 
Honour of Joseph M. Baumgarten. (STDJ 23; eds. Moshe Bernstein, Florentino Garcia 
Martinez and John Kampen; Leiden: Brill, 1997), 275-336. 
6 The manuscript 1 QS is a collection of different literary units that were collected or 
redactionally combined in the manuscript. There are four main sections which include the 
opening liturgy 1.1-3.13 (an Essene or Sectarian writing); the second section includes the 
Doctrine of Two Spirits 3.13-4.26 (according to Freya sapiential text, likely pre-sectarian, 
formed prior to the establishment of the community of the Yahiad); this is followed by the 
Rule of the Community beginning in 5.1 (sectarian); the final section is a closing hymn which 
is likely sectarian. Cf. 4QS which primarily parallels 1 QS from 5.1 ff. For thorough discussion 
of I QS see Sarianna Metso, The Textual Development of the Qumran Community Rule, 
(STJD, 21; Leiden: Brill, 1997). 
7 Frey describes the dualism of 1 QS as "creation founded and eschatalogically confined 
cosmic dualism with a subordinate ethical dualism." See ibid., 294. 
8 See Frey, "Different Patterns," 295-96 and Armin Lange, Weisheit und Priidestination. 
Weisheitliche Urordnung und Priidestination in den Textfunden von Qumran. (STDJ 18; 
Leiden E.J. Brill, 1995): 6-20. Cf. arguments for a community origin in A.R.G. Leaney, The 
Rule of Qumran and its Meaning, (London: SCM, 1996) and Devorah Dimant, "Qumran 
Sectarian Literature" in Jewish Writings of the Second Temple Period (CRINT 212; ed. 
Michael Stone; Assen: van Gorcum, 1984),483-550. 
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spirits of truth and wickedness" (cf. 4Q 186).9 These two spirits would sen'e as 
the point of conflict within an individual by which the two opposing spiritual 
beings on a cosmic level, the Prince of Light (Angel of Truth) and the Angel of 
Darkness, would battle for the souls of the sons of righteousness. The two 
angelic spirits operate under the sovereignty of God within the human realm 
where the lives of individuals are directed by either one of the two spirits. A 
major difference between the two beings is that the Angel of Darkness has the 
assistance of a group of evil spirits (see col. 3 line 24 - Frey mistakenly calls 
them evil angels 10). Frey argues that we can assume that there is a 
"corresponding entourage of good angels" but he may be reading into the text 
something that is not needed. The text of col. 3 line 24 stipulates that the 
Angel of Truth is assisted only by the God of Israel to bring the Sons of Light 
to truth and light. However, in defence of Frey's suggestion 1 QM 13 10, which 
some argue is a sectarian document, II asserts that the Prince of Light, "~rJ ,t.:~ 
has under his dominion (,n ~tDrJrJ::l) all the spirits of truth (suggesting a cosmic 
dualism). This phrase could lead one to interpret the line to mean the Prince of 
Light has a group of spirits working with him, while at the same time it could 
be referring to the spirits of humans who have chosen to obey the spirit of truth 
within him/herself. 
1 QS col. 4 provides the reader with an ethical dualism that divides 
humanity into two distinct groups based upon a list of virtues and vices. Again 
it appears that psychological dualism plays a role in determining to which 
group an individual belongs. The results of the struggle to follow one of the 
two spirits (inclinations) within the individual are manifested in the evidence 
of virtues and vices in his or her life (line 23). 
9 My brackets. 4Q 186 is a document that describes a human as a being that is divided into 
nine parts of spirit some of which belong to the House of Light and others to the Pit of 
Darkness. The distribution of the nine parts into light or darkness is likely determined by 
which spirit (of the two spirits of 1 QS) has the upper hand (psychologically?) and the 
individual has chosen to follow. A second possibility is that the division is based upon cycle 
of the Zodiac in which the individual is born (see 4Q 186 1 col. II lines 7-9; 111 5 -6 and 
4Q 186 2 col. II lines 6-9). 
10 See Frey, "Different Patterns," 292-93. 
II L L o[ ] ...... - .... 1.., ----r ·uo .... -·u .... -"., F ey , .' 'ri""'t'~~:: ri~~ 'mi ""';::-; ~ -' ,.01 ... / .' 1- 1\"- ,'1- -. r argue--
that 1 QM is a later development of 4QM which pre~ents the se~t~rian recep~ion .and redaction 
of the War Rule. See ibid., 308. See also J. DuhaIme, "DualistIC Reworkmg m the Scrolls 
from Qumran," CBQ 49 (1987): 32-56. 
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An important concept that helps to shape a dualistic worldview in 1 QS is 
predestination. 12 Column 4 line 26 suggests that God has predetermined to 
which group, that is the sons of light or sons of darkness, each human shall 
belong: "And he allots them to the sons of man for knowledge of good [ .. . 
and thus] dec[id]ing the lots for every living being, according to his spirit ... ," 
his spirit referring to the spirit( s) of the person. \3 Similarly, 4Q 181 1 5 
suggests a casting of lots by God to determine the place of an individual either 
in the holy congregation or in the community of wickedness. The content of 
this fragment may be referring to the Watchers of 1 Enoch as the wicked lot, 
although Allegro's reconstruction is quite speculative. 14 
1 QIr - Thanksgiving Hymns 
The Thanksgiving Hymns (identified by Frey as a sectarian textl5) suggest some 
categories of thought that fall under an ethical dualism, i.e. the division of 
humanity into two lots - the wicked and the righteous. Within this dualism, the 
author affirms in 1 QH col. 1 lines 7-9 a clear belief in predestination: "And 
before you created them you knew all their works . . . and nothing is known, 
but only in your will, you formed every spirit ... and judge all their works." 
Further, the ethical dualism is articulated clearly in col. 15 lines 14-15 
(creation of the righteous) and col. 15 lines 17-19 (creation of the wicked): 14) 
"Only you [created] 15) the righteous, and from the womb you established him 
for the appointed time of favour ... And you created the wicked (ones) for the 
[periods of your wrath]." The language used here seems to demonstrate a 
belief in two divisions within humanity that were predestined to fall into their 
lot of either the righteous or the wicked. 
12 See Eugene H. Menil, Qumran and Predestination: A Theological Study of the 
Thanksgiving Hymns, STOJ, 8 (Leiden: Brill, 1975). 
13 Translation from Elisha Qimron and James H. Charlesworth, The Dead Sea Scrolls: 
Hebrew. Aramaic, and Greek Texts with English Translations: Rule of the Community and 
Related Documents (vol. 1 of The Princeton Theological Seminary Dead Sea Scrolls Project; 
ed. James H. Charlesworth; TObingenl Louisville: Mohr Siebeckl Westminster John Knox, 
1994), 18. 
14 See John M. Allegro, Qumran Cave 4 I (4QJ58-4QJ86) in Discoveries in the Judean 
Desert 5 (ed. Emanuel Tov; Oxford: Clarendon, 1968). 
IS See Frey, "Different Patterns," 333-334. 
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4QAmram-Visions of Amram 
4QAmram has survived in seven copies (4Q543-4Q549) possibly dating from 
the first half of the second century B.C.E.16 It has been identified as a priestly 
pre-Essene document, which contains language that would allow one to place 
it in the category of cosmic dualism. 17 Milik has suggested that the vision of 
the two angels seen by Amram were of the group of angels known as the 
Watchers of 1 Enoch. However, this is only through optimistic reconstructions 
by Milik in two fragments, 4Q544 col. 3 line 12 (~'" l') and 4Q547 col. 3 line 
9 (1"'''1'). The text identifies two angelic beings that have been given authority 
to rule over humanity (1'rD, ":::J~O - 4Q544 frag 2 col. 3 line 13; the name for 
the angel over the light has been reconstructed as p'~ "::J ~O - as suggested by 
Davidson and KobelskPS); however, humanity has the power to choose which 
dominion he or she wishes to fall under. Certainly the language of 4QAmram 
suggests a cosmic dualism with hints of psychological dualism implied in the 
concept of human choice. 
llQll (Apocryphal Psalms) 
The Apocryphal Psalms perhaps date from a pre-Essene period as early as the 
third or second century B.C.E., although the extant material is dated to the 
Herodian times. 11 Q 11 demonstrates an apparent increased awareness of a 
very active demonology within a cosmic dualism. However, the cosmic 
dualism of this manuscript differs considerably from those discussed above. 
The battle in this case is primarily between the Prince of Enmity (reconstructed 
jjO[~rDOjj ,]rD - likely Belial) in col. 2 line 4 and jj,jj" - col. 1 line 4, col. 3 
lines 3, 9, 10, 11; col. 4 line 4; and col. 5 line 8. There is only one obvious 
reference to an angel of God being involved in the battle in col. 4 line 5 ('l"pn 
l~'O). There is an allusion to an ethical dualism in col. 6 line 3 - ~1''']~::l "j::l 
16 See discussion in Emile Puech, Qumran Grotte 4, XXII, Textes Arameens Premiere 
Partie 4Q529-549 in Discoveries in the Judaean Desert XXXI (Oxford: Clarendon, 2001), 
289~05. Frey ("Different Patterns," 320, n. 173) suggests only six manuscripts (4Q543-548), 
while Davidson (Angels at Qumran, 264) suggests only five fragmentary copies. 
I? See Frey, "Different Patterns," 320 and Davidson, Angels at Qumran, 265. Davidson 
argues that because of similar language and concepts to those found in 1 QS, 1 QM, and CD, 
4QAmram "should be regarded as a Qumran sectarian document or else a work very closely 
allied to the sect's writings." 
18 See Davidson, Angels at Qumran, 268 and Paul J Kobelski, Melchizedelc and 
Melchiresa, (CBQMS, 10; Washington, D.C: Catholic Biblical Association of America, 
1981),36. 
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- this could indicate that there are two groups of humans involved in the 
picture - the sons of Belial and the sons of Light. This reference in the text to 
one of the two possible groups, and the assumption that there is a group of 
individuals who are given these prayers to defend themselves against Belial, 
suggest the document has an ethical dualism operating within a cosmic 
dualism. However, due to lack of reference to the second group of the "sons of 
light" this is only speculation. II Q II will be discussed below in greater detail 
in section 6.4 concerning the prayers of protection at Qumran. 
4Q510 and 511-Songs of the Maskil 
The Songs of the Maskil present a distinct cosmic dualism in comparison to 
those documents discussed above. These sectarian fragments are perhaps the 
adoption and the expansion of the pre-Essene demonology of IIQI1. 19 There is 
a distinct group of individuals called the Sons of Light (4Q51 0 1 8 -[i]'~ "j::l 
who are members of the lot of God (4Q511 frag 2 col. 1.8 - ~i'J C"i1, ~~), 
members of the covenant (frag 63 col. 3.5 - n"i::l "tDj~) who serve alongside 
the angels of the luminaries (frag 2 col. 1.8-9, ",:j:l n'i'~O[ ":I]~ ~O). 
However, a seemingly more powerful enemy (or enemies) of the lot of God is 
now identified with a string of names that includes the spirits of the destroying 
angels, spirits of the bastards, and various other demonic creatures (4Q51 0 1 
5-6). There is still a well-defined ethical dualism present which sets at odds 
the sons of light and the sons of iniquity (frag 1 col. 1 line 8 - i1~' V "j::l), but 
the focus of the songs shifts to doing battle against a cosmic enemy, the 
demonic beings listed in 4Q51 0 I 5-6. 
CD-Damascus Document 
The Damascus Document contains an ethical dualism based on the predestined 
knowledge of God concerning human choice. However, there is no 
unambiguous identification of the sons of light, rather they are described as 
covenanters/Sons of Dawn (see MS A col. 13 line 14; cf. 4Q298 frag I line 1-
,ntD "j::l, here the Maskil is addressing a group that he encourages to seek the 
virtues of the Essenes20). The opposing group of people are described as the 
"Sons of the Pit" (col. 6 line 15) and the "congregation of the lie" (col. 8 line 
19 See Frey, "Different Patterns," 328. 
20 See also Josepb M. Baumgarten, "The 'Sons of Dawn' in CDC 13:14-15 and the Ban on 
Commerce among the Essenes,"IEJ 33 (1983): 81-5. 
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13). The list of virtues and vices for these two groups of humans as a criteria 
for defining ethical dualism is missing, however, in its place is a list of 
characteristics of God which will be manifested in the two groups; long 
forbearance and multiplied forgiveness to those of the remnant (the lot of 
God-col. 2 line 11) and great wrath and fiery flames for those who depart from 
the Way and despise the Law (lines 5-6). There are obvious references within 
CD that also point to a strong cosmic dualism. Manuscript A col. 2 lines 18-19 
make a clear reference to the Watcher angels and their intrusion into the 
human realm - a "breaching of the cosmos" - while the customary battle of the 
Prince of Lights and Belial is described in col. 5 line 18. There is also an 
indication of psychological dualism present in CD. Column 2 line 16 warns 
that those in the covenant should "walk perfectly in all his ways and do not 
stray in the thoughts of guilty inclination (i10~ ,:t"') and eyes of whoring" 
(n,n "':J.tJ - possibly interpreted as idol worship). The use of inclination here 
could indicate the author is aware of the concept of good and evil inclination 
represented in the treatise on the two spirits found in 1 QS. 21 
llQ5 XIX-Plea for Deliverance 
The Plea for Deliverance scroll offers a post-biblical perspective on prayers of 
protection that are taken up by the Qumran community. The free use of the 
Tetragrammaton suggests a non-Qumran origin, although a sectarian 
authorship should not be ruled out based solely on its presence in the 
document. 22 11 Q5 col. 19 alludes to two forms of dualism, cosmic and 
psychological. Line 15 certainly describes half of the cosmic duo of angelic 
beings found in the texts discussed above: "Do not allow Satan to lord over me 
nor an unclean spirit." This line describes the possible actions of Satan, but the 
Psalm lacks any mention of an angel of God; it informs us that any help the 
individual seeks will come directly from God. The second form of dualism, 
psychological, is found in lines 15-16: "Do not allow pain and evil inclination 
21 See also 4Q417 frag 1 col. 2 line 12: "Let not the thought of an evil inclination mislead 
you." . . M' d D" . ... L I .,. d 
22 See Armin Lange, "The Essene PosItIon on aglc an IVlDatlon, ID ega ,exts an 
Legal Issues: Proceedings of the Second Meeting of the International Organization lor 
Qumran Studies, Cambridge 1995, Published in Honour 01 Joseph M. Bau"'.garten. ~STDJ 23; 
eds. Moshe Bernstein, Florentino Garcia Martinez and John Kampen; Lelden: Bnll, 1997), 
380, n.8 and 381, n.14. 
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to dwell (possess?) in my body [bones]." The psychological dualism may be 
further supported if one is to read nl'i' jjJ'~~ n" (spirit of faith and 
knowledge) in lines 14-15 in the sense that this is one of the two spirits 
described in lQS 3-4.23 
Summary 
From the preceding discussion we can put forward the suggestion that at least 
three distinct, although at times integrated, forms of dualism exist in the 
Qumran material. Whether the material is of sectarian origin or not is perhaps 
insignificant. What is clear is that the existence of the documents in the 
Qumran library demonstrates that at least a portion of the members of the 
community embraced on some level a dualistic worldview. The dominant 
theme is demonstrated in a conflation of cosmic and ethical dualism. There are 
at times two distinct groups of individuals, the sons of light and the sons of 
darkness; however, these groups are the focal point of the larger battle between 
the cosmic forces of the Angel of Light and the Angel of Darkness (Belial). 
The central focus of Qumran dualism, perhaps demonstrated in 1 QS 2, is the 
division that has been established between the insiders and outsiders of the 
community. The covenant members are in the realm of the light while those 
who have failed to enter the covenant community walk in darkness. 1 QS 3-4 
and the Doctrine of the Two Spirits lies behind this sectarian dualism; 
however, it is no longer the struggle in one's heart,24 rather, the text is now 
interpreted within the understanding of the election and predestination of the 
members of the community and the rejection of those on the outside. 
It is unclear if the dualistic worldview of these documents and their 
presence in the Qumran library resulted in the community adopting the Book of 
Watchers or the community's knowledge and perhaps possession of some form 
of the Watcher tradition resulted in the writing of this material. What is 
apparent is that these documents, i.e. their concepts and characters, assumed 
23 J.A. Sanders suggests that "spirit of faithfulness" has replaced "spirit of truth" and that 
Satan and evil inclination have replaced Belial and spirit of wickedness which are more 
common to Qumran sectarian documents. See I. A. Sanders, The Psalms Scroll of Qumran 
Cave II (11 QPsG) (DJD 4; Oxford: Clarendon Press 1965), 76. 
24 Although we do not see the internal struggle of an individual found in 1 QS 3-4 in other 
Qumran texts, we cannot rule out that members of the community held to the understanding 
that they still faced the struggle of inner turmoil and temptation. It is likely they realized that 
pious people could sin and go astray. 
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significant roles in the development of Qumran demonology, angelology, and 
anthropology. 
6.2 Incorporation of a Dualistic Worldview25 
Some of the fragments found at Qumran depict a community that espoused the 
idea that humanity was engaged in a spiritual battle, a battle that set at odds the 
wicked spirits of Beliar and the sons of righteousness. 1 QHa 4.17 and 1 QS 3.18 
acknowledge that God has placed "two spirits" in humans, by which some 
people do acts of injustice by a spirit of deceit and the others walk in 
righteousness by a spirit of truth. 26 The nature of humanity in these documents 
is conceived along the lines of an ethical dualism that allows for a duality in 
the anthropology of some of the Scrolls.27 A possible origin of this dualism can 
be understood in concept found in the Hebrew Bible of a good28 or evil 
inclination29 of the human spirit. 30 Some of the Qumran documents use the 
25 Sacchi suggests that Qumran dualism was developed from traditions found in Job, 
Chronicles, and BW. See Sacchi, Jewish Apocalyptic, 62. 
26 Sacchi suggests that 1 QS 3.18 implies that God created people good and bad and that 
those who are bad by nature cannot be cleansed: see Sacchi, Jewish Apocalyptic, 69. Cf. 1 QHa 
8.19-20 - "I have appeased your face by the spirit which you have placed [in me] to lavish 
20) your kindnesses on [your] serv[ant] for[ever] to purify me with your holy spirit, to bring 
me near by your will according to the extent of your kindnesses." Translation from Garcia 
Martinez/Tigchelaar, Dead Sea Scrolls, 1:157. Cf. also 4Q473 frag 2. 
27 1t may be suggested that in lQM 13.10-12 God instituted dualism as a part of creation. 
"From of old you appointed the Prince of Light to assist us, and in {his} ha[nd are all the 
angels of just]ice, and all the spirits of truth are under his dominion. You made Belial for the 
pit, angel of enmity; in darkness is his [dom]ain, his counsel is to bring about wickedness and 
guilt"; see trans. Garcia MartinezlTigchelaar, Dead Sea Scrolls, 1: 135. Cf. trans. of Jean 
Duhaime in The Dead Sea Scrolls: Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek Texts with English 
Translations (vol. 2 of The Princeton Theological Seminary Dead Sea Scrolls Project; ed. 
James H. Charlesworth; Tiibingen: J.C.B. Mohr (Paul Siebeck) Louisville: Westminster John 
Knox, 1995), 122-23. "The commander of light, long ago, you entrusted to our rescue wbl .. 
. ]q; all the spirits of truth are under his dominion. You have made Belial to corrupt, a hostile 
angel. In the darken[ss .. . ]tw, his counsel is aimed towards wickedness and guiltiness." 
28 See I Chr 28.9 (n::lfDnO il£" '~') and Isa 26.3 (0' ,rv il£n 1'00 il£"). See also 4Q417-
418. 
29 See Gen 6.5 and 8.21 - Vi il£". 
30 Although an O.T. origin for the Qumran dualism could be considered (see e.g. J. Barr, 
"The Question of Religious Influence: The Case of Zoroastrianism, Judaism and 
Christianity," JAAR 53 (1985): 201-235), it is possible, as Collins and others have suggested, 
that the dualism has been passed down from Zoroastrianism. See Collins, "Apocalyptic 
Imagination," 153, n. 31. Collins argues that the Two Spirits of Light and Darkness in the 
community documents are clearly rooted in Zoroastrian Dualism. Gathas, the oldest part of 
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"good inclination" to refer to the works of Yahweh in an individual. These 
works are reflected in the keeping of the Law.31 An example that may describe 
these individuals is found in 1 QS 3.20f, which states that the sons of justice 
are guided by the Prince of Light, t:J"i'~ itV, into the paths of truth and light. 32 
The biblical motif of "evil inclination" is found in Genesis 6.5 (cf. Gen 
8.21), "Then the Lord saw that the wickedness of man was great on the earth 
and that every inclination (i~") of the thoughts of his heart was only evil 
continually. "33 The theme is picked up in several Dead Sea documents and 
identified as the work of Belia1.34 lQS 3 20-23 maintains those who walk in 
darkness, sons of injustice (~'lJ), are led by the Angel of Darkness (ltV,n 
the Zoroastrian text Avesta states the humanity must choose between two spirits, holy and 
destroyer (Yasna 30). Zoroastrian dualism, much like Qumran dualism, is not seen as an 
equality of two objects, but rather two objects that are opposed to each other. Similar to 
Judaism, Zoroastrianism has one supreme deity (Ahuramazda) with a host of entities called 
mainyu (possible origin of bene elohim?). Two of these mainyu, Spenta Mainyu (virtuous 
spirit) and Angra Mainyu (deceitful spirit), fall directly under the authority of Ahuramazda. 
Angra Mainyu is understood to be in direct opposition to the Spenta Mainyu and not the 
supreme deity. Some argue these two mainyu can be understood as an "angel of light" and an 
"angel of darkness (e.g. Collins). The Qumran Community dualistic worldview is delineated 
in lQS, Testament of Amram, and the War Scroll in which the doctrine of the two spirits can 
be explained as a development of Sapiential thought within the developing second c. B.C.E. 
angelology (see Frey "Different Patterns," 300). Mary Boyce argues for heavy influence of 
Zoroastrianism upon writings in the Pseudepigrapha and DSS, see Boyce, History, 3:41S-36. 
For Zoroastrian texts and translations see Mary Boyce, ed. and trans., Textual Sources for the 
Study of Zoroastrianism (Manchester: Manchester University, 1984). However, one should 
keep in mind that dating the Zoroastrian material is difficult (eleventh or sixth c. B.C.E.) 
along with determining the possible influence it had upon developing Judaism; see Boyce, 
Textual Sources, p. 33, n. 83 for discussion of the date. 
31 See 4Q417 frag 1.i.16f (4Q418 43, 44, 4S.1.13). Man (Enosh?) is formed (j:£") in the 
pattern of the holy ones (righteous); this is in opposition to the spirit of the flesh that cannot 
discern the difference between good and evil. If humans are like angels their task is described 
in 4Q418 SS.9f (69.10-11), "pursue all the roots of understanding and keep watch over all 
knowledge and their inheritance is eternal life." 
32 1 QS 4 2-8 describes the characteristics of what could be understood as the "good 
inclination" (spirit of truth), spirit of meekness, patience, compassion, goodness, etc. 
33 In Genesis 6-9, humanity takes the brunt of the blame and punishment in reference to 
the action that occurred in Gen 6.1-4. J Enoch 7.3-S; 8.2; IS.9 and Jubilees 7.22, 27; 10.1-9; 
11.4-S relate a similar story. In the case of BWandJubilees, humans playa more passive role 
as the victims of the disobedience of the Watchers and the violence of the giants [it may be 
implied that through the instruction of Asa'el, the humans had a more active role in the 
bringing of the Flood (see J Enoch 8.1-2; 19.2 and Jubilees 4.23)]. In both accounts, a 
corrupt humanity is due in part to the introduction of a debased culture through the instruction 
of the Watchers. The effects of the instruction continue after the binding of the Watchers, 
either through the actions of humanity or the spirits of the giants. 
34 See e.g. 40417 frag l.ii.12; 4Q370 I 3; and possibly 4Q280 frag 1.2. Cf. I QM 13 11, 
which states that the task of BeHar is to bring about wickedness and guilt to humanity. 
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l~'~) into the paths of injustice and darkness. 35 The Angel of Darkness 
described here is perhaps responsible for a later tradition of Satan as one of the 
Fallen Angels. 36 However, within the Scrolls, he likely falls into a similar 
category of "the leader of the spirits," which includes Mastema, Beliar, Belial, 
and others (although these figures stand vis-a-vis God, while the Angel of 
Darkness stands vis-a-vis the Angel of Light in 1 QS; see the contrast in 1 QM 
13.10-12). However, one may draw a parallel between the Angel of Darkness 
and Belial in 1 QM 13.10-12. Belial is seen in opposition to the Prince of Light 
who in tum is seen in opposition to the Angel of Darkness in 1 QS 3 20-21.37 
Other images of the dualistic worldview are reflected in 1 QHa 5.20f., which 
describes the "spirit of flesh" as one born of a woman. It is "a structure of dust 
fashioned with water. His counsel is the [iniquity] of sin, shame of dishonour 
and so[urce of] impurity, and depraved spirits rule over him.,,1, Here, the 
"spirit of flesh" in humans is ruled by the evil inclination, which results in the 
person seeking after the desires of the flesh. 39 It is evident that some of the 
Dead Sea documents thought opposing moral powers to be active in two 
arenas, called, respectively, flesh and spirit. If the human spirit, led by the will 
of the "spirit of truth," is strong, Beliar is unable to gain control. If the human 
spirit is weak and is led by the will of the "spirit of flesh," Beliar controls that 
person's actions. Several of the Dead Sea documents, which refer to those who 
are under the control of Beliar as the "sons of Beliar," further magnify the 
duality of good versus evil. 40 The evil spirits that emerged in BW are given a 
35 I QS 4 9-14 describe characteristics that could be understood as the "evi I inclination" 
(spirit of deceit), greed, injustice, wickedness, falsehood, pride, etc. 
36 It is possible to translate 1~ ~rJ simply as messenger rather than angel. 
37 Alexander argues that I QS 3.25-26 allows Qumran to stay within the boundaries of 
theism and avoid an absolute dualism; see Alexander, "Demonology in the DSS," 343. 
38 The occurrences of "spirit of flesh" in the DSS may be alluding to the spirits of the 
giants. The spirits of the giants are identified in this manner in 1 Enoch 15.1~, "and these 
spirits will rise against the sons of men and against the women because they came out from 
them," i.e. the spirits of the giants came out of the flesh of humans; thus, a giant = "spirit of 
flesh." 4Q418 could be referring to the giants with the designation "spirit of flesh." These 
references mention the spirit of flesh alongside the sons of heaven concerning their judgment 
and destruction. See 4Q418 frag 2.4-5; frag 2.12-13.4; frag 81 1-4. This fragment discusses, 
in holiness language, the separation of the righteous from every "spirit of flesh." Translation 
Garcia Martinez/Tigchelaar, Dead Sea Scrol/s, I: lSI. 
39 4Q417 2.2.12 warns. "Let not the plan of evil inclination mislead you" ('::-: -:~'). See 
possible parallel in 4Q418 frag 12.3.1. 
40 See for example 4Q386 1.2.3f - "YHWH said: . A son of Belial will plot to oppress my 
people, but I will prevent him, and his dominion will not exist. .. · 4Q387a 3.3.3f - "and I will 
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place in the plan of God in the DSS. These spirits are not to be confused with 
the human "spirit of flesh"; rather, they are external to them. Their task is to 
lead astray those people who are not led by the "spirit of truth" and thus follow 
God. 
The ethical dualism of the DSS, in an effort to delineate a more precise 
anthropology, draws boundaries that distinguish two classes of individual. The 
first group of individuals, the "sons of light," is identified by their membership 
in the community, their obedience to the Law, and their purity. Those who find 
themselves outside of the boundaries delineated by this ethical dualism, the 
"sons of darkness" or "sons of Beliar," are in danger of affliction from the 
array of evil spirits that emerged in BW and are now a part of the divine 
economy in the Scrolls. 
6.3 Demonic Possession in the DSS 
Although there are a few references that indicate actual physical possession of 
the human body, the language of demonic possession in the Scrolls suggests 
the evil spirits were influencing humans rather than taking physical possession 
of the body.41 The concept of demonic possession in the DSS may have its 
abandon] the country in the hand of the angels of enmity" (Mastema = Belial); cf. 4Q388a 
1.2.6. 4Q390 1.11 - "and over them will rule the angels of destruction"; 2.1.3f - "and [there 
will co ]me the dominion of Belial upon them to deliver them up to the sword." 4Q390 2.1.6f -
"And I shall deliver them [to the hands of the an]gels of destruction and they will rule over 
them." 4Q286 7.2.1-3 - "And afterwards [t]he[y] shall damn Belial and all his guilty lot ... 
And cursed be all the spir[its of] his [l]ot in their wicked plan." IQS 3.20-23; 1.16-2.8; IQM 
13.10-12 - "You made Belial for the pit, angel of enmity; in dark[ness] is his [dom]ain, his 
counsel to bring about wickedness and guilt." IQM 14.9f - " ... during the empire of Belial. 
With all the mysteries of his enmity, they have not separated us from your covenant." IQM 
1.5 - "And th]is is a time of salvation for the nation of God and a period of rule for all the 
men of his lot, and everlasting destruction for all the lot of BeliaL" 1 QM 1.13 - "the army of 
Belial will gird themselves in order to force the lot of [light] to retreat." 13.4 - "And in their 
positions they shall bless the God of Israel and all the deeds of his truth and they shall damn 
there Belial and all the spirits of his lot." CD 16.4f - "And on the day on which one has 
imposed upon himself to return to the law of Moses, the angel of Mastema will turn aside 
from following him, should he keep his words"; cf. CD 4.12-15; 5.8 and 1 QH' 11.19f. 
41 See e.g. 4QS60 frag 1 1 - possession by an evil visitor; II QS 19 13 - fear of possible 
possession (= llQ6 frags 4-5); IQS 10 21 - "man shall not retain Belial in his heart." 
Alexander argues the demonology of the DSS, in particular the community documents, 
appears to be linked to the issue of impurity, Alexander, "Demonology in DSS," 348f. There 
are a few documents that mention an unclean spirit, if MOt:) m" in relation to demonic 
possession language of the Scrolls (e.g. IQS 4 21-22; l1QPs' 19.15; 4Q444 1 i 8; 4Q230 frag 
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ongms m the motif of "evil inclination."42 lQHa 15.3 states, "for Belial is 
present when their (evil) inclination becomes apparent" (17~'~ c;: ~;:~~: ~J 
crl";-' 1y,,);43 however, this does not necessarily mean physical possession by 
an evil spirit. It could simply imply the influence of Belial over the human 
inclination. Similarly, 1 QHa 5.21 conceives of a person with a "spirit of flesh" 
who is ruled over by an evil spirit. 
However, some of the DSS do offer examples of physical possession. It 
could be understood from 1 QS 3 20 that the sons of injustice were afflicted by 
evil/unclean spirits (physically possessed as were the giants) and thus required 
an exorcism of the spirit. I QS 4 20-21, although in eschatological and cosmic 
language, perhaps suggests such an exorcism. These lines describe, in very 
graphic language, the removal of the "spirit of injustice" from the structure of 
a man. Garcia Martinez translates the verse "ripping out all spirit of injustice 
from the innermost part of his flesh" (italics mine). The spirit of injustice can 
be related to the unclean spirit that causes defilement (see line 22), but the 
question that remains is: what is the innermost part of his flesh? It may be 
possible that this phrase is alluding to Leviticus 17.11, 14 with the 
understanding that the human soul is in the blood, which, if I may suggest, 
could be understood as the "innermost part of his flesh." This would imply 
then that the influence of an evil spirit might be upon the soul or upon the 
intellect of the individual. 44 Demonic possession in the DSS then could be 
understood as something that affects the ethical behaviour of an individual, 
rather than in a strict sense, denoting an invasion of the physical body.45 4Q510 
frag 1.6 suggests that the evil spirits lead astray the mind of the individual, 
1 line 1; and possibly 4Q458 2 i 5). Through this purity language (cf. 1 QS 3 8-9), the Scrolls 
reflect an image within the demonology of Qumran that equates demonic possession to 
impurity, but at the same time does not limit impurity to demonic possession. This term 
occurs in the Greek (TTVE\;~aTa CxKa8apTa) twenty-two times in the demonic pericopes of the 
Gospels in which "unclean spirits" are seen as responsible for physical possession and 
affliction of individuals, ibid., 349, n. 51. 
4~ There is little indication of such an act in B W with the possible exception of the Greek 
version of 1 Enoch 15.12. This verse indicates that the spirits of the giants strike against 
spirits (human?). which could imply an act of bodily invasion. 
43 Text and translation from Garcia Martinez/Tigchelaar. Dead Sea Scrolls, 1: 176-77, 
4-1 See J. Kcir Howard. "New Testament Exorcism and its Significance Today." ExpTim 96 
(1985): 105-09. Howard discusses the symptoms of the individuals in six demonic pericopes 
in the Gospels in light of a modem medical diagnosis. He concludes that all of them can be 
attributed to some form of mental illness or physical symptoms related to mental illness. 
45 Cf. TI2P. 
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"And those who strike unexpectedly to lead astray the spirit of knowledge"46 
rather than occupying the body.47 These texts offer evidence of a further 
progression of the demonology of 2TP Judaism. 
From this discussion, it is clear that the nature of evil spirits and human 
spirits is kept strictly separate in the Scrolls. What we do see is a desire, or 
purpose, of the evil spirits to afflict humans for reasons that are left somewhat 
ambiguous. The possibility disclosed by B W that logically, the spirits of the 
giants may wish to invade humans to regain what they have lost, a physical 
body, is not explicitly followed up in the Scrolls. However, the ability of evil 
spirits to affect the ethical behaviour of an individual in an effort to separate 
him or her from God and his law is a primary theme in the demonology of the 
DSS. In what follows, the Scrolls reveal an effort by Jews to set out prayers of 
protection against the activity of evil spirits that may contain echoes of the 
Watcher tradition in general. 
6.4 Prayer at Qumran 
A large corpus of material amongst the Scrolls has been identified as 
containing some form of prayer or hymn. Esther Chazon notes that the Qumran 
material offers over two hundred previously unknown hymns and prayers 
along with portions of approximately one hundred and twenty-five biblical 
psalms. These texts disclose a facet of the spiritual life and religious practices 
46 j1J"::J m, num, o'~n!) l1n!) O"l1)'13m. Text from Maurice Baillet, Qumran Grotte 4 
III (4Q482-4Q520) (DJD VII; Oxford: Clarendon, 1982),216. 
47 Alexander argues the Scrolls indicate "evil spirits were leading the sons of light to err 
through attacks on their intellect." If this is the case, since the giants of BW were partially 
human, then it makes sense to attack them psychologically, which is seen as an effective 
method in 4Q510-11. See Alexander, "Wrestling Against Wickedness in High Places: Magic 
in the Worldview of the Qumran Community," in The Scrolls and Scriptures Qumran Fifty 
Years After (ed. Stanley E. Porter and Craig A. Evans; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1997), 
324. This image may be partially reflected in Mk 5.15 and Lk 8.35. The demoniac is found to 
be in his "right mind" following the removal of the unclean spirit by Jesus. However, the 
Gospel pericopes seem to indicate a physical possession by the spirit of the man's body, but it 
seems possible the same behaviour could have been caused by mental amiction. See the most 
recent discussion of possession and exorcism in the New Testament in Eric Sorensen, 
Possession and Exorcism in the New Testament and Early Christianity, (WUNT 2 157; 
TObingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2002). See also discussion of the unclean spirits in Clinton Wahlen, 
Jesus and the Impurity of Spirits in the Synoptic Gospels, (WUNT 2 185; TQbingen: Mohr 
Siebeck, 2004). 
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of Early Judaism. 48 This group of documents contains several prayers that 
perhaps fall into the category of incantation or prayers of protection. 49 
Although these prayers do not necessarily enhance our understanding of the 
developing anthropology, they do reveal how humans contended with eyil 
spirits in Judaism during the 2TP. The language of the prayers indicates a 
possible influence of the Watcher tradition upon the authors. 
Incantation prayers are one of the two main categories of magical texts 
found in the Scrolls.50 The first group of texts includes those which are 
concerned with divination, omens, and foretelling (e.g. 4Q 186; 4Q56I; and 
4Q318). The second group is concerned with prayers that request or enforce a 
defence against evil spirits (e.g. 4Q5IO; 4Q5II; 4Q444; 4Q560; 11 Q5; and 
11 Q 11). The prayers of the second group of texts can be subdivided into 
possibly three forms. In the first, the person addresses the spirit directly by 
invoking the Divine Name. In the second (although this prayer may be 
categorized as a hymn of thanksgiving), the person makes a direct plea to God 
for his protection from the evil spirit. And in the third, the person invokes the 
praise and glorification of God in order to stop the activity of the evil spirits in 
his or her life. We will examine briefly an example of each of these types of 
prayers. 
48 See Esther Chazon, "Hymns and Prayers in the Dead Sea Scrolls" in The Dead Sea 
Scrolls After Fifty Years A Comprehensive Assessment (ed. Peter W. Flint and James C. 
VanderKam, 2 vols. Leiden: Brill, 1998), 1 :244-70. It is possible that some of the prayers and 
hymns encountered in the Qumran material will reflect similar prayer traditions found in the 
later rabbinic period. In both cases, lack of the Temple edifice, due to the community's 
voluntary separation and the Temple's destruction in 70 C.E., may have spurred similar 
responses to the need for a substitute for sacrificial worship. This may be what is alluded to in 
11 Q5 18 9-11. The author states "the person who gives glory to the Most High is accepted 
like one who brings an offering, like one who offers rams and calves, like one who makes the 
altar greasy with many holocausts." 
4'1 The term "incantation," if it is to be given a technical definition, must carry with it some 
key concepts. First. the person must be operating under some kind of authority, whether it is 
by di\'ine name or a word of power. Second, it requires a repetition of what can be defined as 
a certain formula of words given to the person by a figure who is connected with the 
authority. i.e. a prophet, di\'iner, etc. These words must then be spoken directly to the spirit in 
question or the divinity in question. 
50 See Alexander, "Wrestling Against Wickedness," 3\8-337. 
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6.4.1 11Q11 (J 1 QPsApa): Invoking the Divine Name 
The first form of incantation prayer is found in 11 Q 11.51 This document dates 
from early first century C.E. and contains six columns of text in a very 
fragmentary condition. J. P. M. van der Ploeg has identified within 11 Q 11 
cols. 1-5 three incantations against evil spirits followed by a version of Psalm 
91 in column 6. 52 Van der Ploeg, followed by Emile Puech, has suggested that 
the prayers from llQll are the four prayers mentioned in l1Q5 col. 27 which 
describe four prayers that David prayed over the possessed. 53 Puech concludes 
the prayers are from an ancient Israelite ritual and were adopted by the 
Qumran community for prophylactic and incantation purposes. 54 
According to van der Ploeg, the prayer begins in column 2 lines 2-4 with 
the mention of David's son Solomon. 55 These lines may allude to a tradition in 
which Solomon has the ability, through the wisdom of song, to exorcise 
demonic spirits (see Josephus, Ant. 8.45; Wis 7; T. Sol). Although the 
fragmentary nature of the text resists a precise interpretation, it seems to 
suggest that one IS told to invoke the name of the Lord (i1,i1") against evil 
51 Cf. also 4Q560 frag 1 2 in which the person addresses the evil spirit directly. It is 
difficult to discuss this text in any detail due to its very fragmentary nature and the lack of the 
presence of the Divine Name. For a thorough discussion, see Douglas L. Penney and Michael 
O. Wise, "By the Power of Beelzebub: An Aramaic Incantation From Qumran (4Q560)," JBL 
113 (1994): 627-50. Penney and Wise argue the presence of these incantation prayers in the 
DSS is due to the intense spiritual battle going on within Judaism with spiritual forces outside 
of the community. 
52 See J. P. M. Van der Ploeg, "Le psaume XCI dans une recension de Qumran," RB 72 
(1965) 210-17. 
53 The idea that these are prayers said over the possessed is based on the word C" J::"I~::J:i in 
col. 5 line 2. See Emile Puech, "1 1 QPsAp8: Un ritual d'exorcismes. Essai de reconstruction," 
RevQ 14 (1990): 377-408. 
54 Van der Ploeg suggests 11 Q 11 cols. 2, 3, and 4 contain a series of prayers against evil 
spirits that invoke the Divine name. The term "invoke" is a key to understanding these psalms 
as incantations. Puech and later Garcia Martinez/Tigchelaar reconstruct col. 2 line 2 (col. 1 
for Puech) with ~'P"" 
55 JCC~ ] 1. 
1. ? 
') ] Solomon. [] and he shall in\'o[ke 
3. the spi]rits, [ land the demons, [ 
~J~~"l[ ];-:,,:~ ~\:.' ~[ 
] C~.,~'~~: J~"'n:~;~ 
4. ] These are [the de ]mons. And the p[rince of enmi]ty. 
] 2. 
] 3. 
] 4. 
Reception of the Watcher Tradition in the Dead Sea Scrolls 197 
spirits. 56 Unfortunately, based on the fragmentary nature of the text, we must 
assume the presence of the Divine Name in this particular column. This is 
followed in lines 10-12 by words that glorify God for his works, although 
much of this text is reconstructed. 57 
Column 3 (again fragmentary) continues with a reminder of the creative 
works of God (lines 1-4); this is followed by a call to all creation to witness 
against those who sin against God (lines 4_7).58 It is due in part to these lines 
that one may question if these columns are a series of three prayers, as 
suggested by van der Ploeg, or a pair of incantations (found in cols. 4 and 5) 
that are introduced in columns 2 and 3 with a reminder to the reader, or hearer, 
of the effect these prayers had in the life of Solomon. 
The fragmentary nature of the document makes it extremely difficult to 
determine what may have been original. Some of the difficulties are revealed 
by observing the attempts at reconstruction and translation of column 3 lines 
4-5 by Puech and Garcia Martinez and Tigchelaar. 59 Garcia Martinez and 
Tigchelaar read, "(YHWH) who summons all [his] a[ngels] and all [the holy] 
se[ed] to st[a]nd before [him ... ]." Puech reads, "He adjures every ang[el to 
56 One might ask if 11 Q 11 contains i11i1', does this require it to be classified as a non-
sectarian document. See Alexander, "Wickedness," 325. 
57 c'm::i1 n~ [i10';; ,~'~ c·,~ 'i11'~ i11i1'::'] 10. 
[r:J] "i:Ji1 'O[~ OJ 'O~ '1:J n~1 r'~i1 n~1] 11. 
[ ... ]i.o [ ... 1~lmi1 r:n '1~i1] 12. 
10. [on YHWH, God of gods, he who made] the heavens 
1 1. [and the earth and all that is in them, w]ho separated 
12. [light from darkness ... ] ... [ ... ] 
The reconstruction is based on the use of the verb "i:Ji1 in Gen 1. Other possible uses are 
separation of Israel from the nations in Lev 20.24. In Qumran literature: I QS 5 1; CD 6 14, 
the separation of the community from Israel and CD 6 17, separation between pure and 
impure. Garcia Martinez suggests it could be related to demons in the sense of impurity. See 
Florentino Garcia Martinez, Eibert J. C. Tigchelaar and Adam S. Van der Woude (DJD 
XXIII; Oxford: Clarendon, 1998), 192. 
58 [1 ."'I .... ~]M ~""'IL.. '''-'''M "1""1[_'.,- .... _~ .... ] ... ,.., .... ....... , 1 .. a,,/!..; ;' ~) ~ _\...'_ ~I II .... ~ .... II,.." II ~I\" II ......... '-to 
n[~ i·.o·1 1]':!)~ "::Wlii~ 'C~[ ~'ii~:-: .orT ":-~:: ru~'] 5. 
,,;; [ 1 ]~'';;' ,c~ [ Ci1:J Jr'~i1 ['''::J r,~]., C· ~ [(.'i1 ~i:J] 6. 
C·.Di." Ci1[1 li~'~ Ci]~ 'IJ ,;:, ~~n (.'['~ 'I:] 7. 
4. (rHWH) made t[hese through] his [streng]th, who summons all [his] a[ngels] 
5. and all [the holy] se[ed] to st[a]nd before [him, and calls as witness] 
6. [all the he]avens and [all] the earth [against them] who committed against 
7. [all me]n sin. and against every m[an evil. But] they know. 
59 See Puech. "II QPsApu" and Garcia MartinezlTigcheJaar. Dead Sea Scrolls, 2: 1203. 
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help] all of the ho[ly seed] who are st[ a ]n[ d]ing before [Him ... "].60 These two 
translations represent two very different understandings of one event. Garcia 
Martinez and Tigchelaar reconstruct with language that is characteristic of a 
scene of judgment (i.e. a summons to stand before the Lord) going as far as to 
suggest a possible reading of "(God) adjures the bastards and the seed of evil 
to appear before him."61 Puech, meanwhile, uses language that is representative 
of the commissioning of a task based on the idea that angels are often told to 
assist the righteous. 
It is possible that 11 Q 11 col. 3 is alluding to the tradition of the judgment of 
the Watchers in I Enoch 10.13 for their rebellion against God, which we may 
also find in Psalm 82.6-7. The author of 11 Q 11 has set this story before the 
incantation that follows in column 4 as a reminder to the reader or hearer of 
the fate that awaits the spirits that afflict him or her. This may suggest that the 
incantation will not bring about the immediate destruction of the evil spirit; 
that destruction must wait for the eschaton. In the meantime, however, the 
incantation will provide immediate protection against these afflicting spirits. 
The text that follows in column 4 describes the incantation that is spoken by 
the individual or group who invokes the Divine Name against the spirits.62 This 
prayer is a direct speech used to terrify the spirit with a description of its fate. 63 
The punishment is described in lines 7-9 ("who will [bring] you [down] to the 
great abyss, [and to] the deepest [Sheol.] And ... [ ... ] ... And it will be very 
dark [in the gr]eat [abyss."). This is similar to the description of the 
punishment of the angels described in I Enoch 10.4-5 - "Bind Azazel ... 
throw him into the darkness ... cover him with darkness ... over his face that 
he may not see light"64 (cf. also col. 5 lines 8-10).65 It is difficult to determine 
60 Puech's reconstruction and translation is based on the idea in 1 QS 3 24 - "the God of 
Israel and the angel of his truth assist all the sons of light"; and 1 QM 13 10 - "from of old 
you appointed the Prince of Light to assist us." 
61]~J!)~ ':lY[~Jrl~ ,t::~[ l'r."~ l']iT ~'1:J n[~'] c",mJb ~i:J~ ~r:~::r;, see DJD XXIII. p. 
194. note on line 4-5. 
62 It can be argued that the end of the incantation in col. 5 line 3, "Amen. Amen. Selah" 
(usual in Jewish magical incantations) indicates the prayer was recited in a public setting. 
63 Cf. perhaps Book of Giants - 4Q530 col. 2 20-24. The giants and nephilim became 
frightened when they heard of their fate. 
b4 Translation Knibb, Ethiopic Enoch, 2:87-8. 
65 "YHWH [will bring] you [down] [to the] deepest [Sheo]\. [he will shut] the two bronze 
[ga]tes through [which n]o light [penetrates.] [On you shall] not [shine the] sun ... " 
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direct influence of B W on this prayer, but the similarity in language suggests 
the possibility. 
A second incantation prayer in this document is found in column 5. This 
prayer is a direct address to an evil spirit in which the person invokes the 
Divine name, i1,i1"' (see line 4). This is the only prayer of the three suggested 
by van der Ploeg and Puech that can be clearly attributed to David. There are 
several allusions to BW in this particular prayer. The threat levelled against the 
evil spirits in line 6 resonates with the interaction between God and the evil 
spirits in BW. Although there is some argument over the reconstruction of 
11 Q 11 col. 5 line 6,66 it is possible the author was alluding to the spirits of the 
giants in BW -C["'iD']iPi1 l'1TrJ' Ci~[rJ i'~"'i1] i1n~ .,~ ("who are you [oh 
offspring of] man and of the seed of the ho[ly one]s?").67 This line may be 
describing the hybrid offspring of the angels and humans in 1 Enoch 7.2 and 
15.8-9. In l1Ql1 col. 5 lines 6-10, the evil spirit is told of the punishment that 
awaits it at the hand of the chief of the army of the Lord68 in the darkness of 
Sheol, similar to what is found in col. 4, lines 7-8. Again, the description of 
the fate of the evil spirits in this text seems to be informed by the Watcher 
tradition in 1 Enoch. 
6.4.2 llQ5 (11QPs) Column XIX: Plea/or Deliverance 
J. A. Sanders proposed that 11 Q5 1969 originally contained about twenty-four 
verses beginning in column 18.70 The text of the psalm is considered 
66 There have been two other proposed reconstructions of the lacunae [oh offspring of]. 
Van der Ploeg reconstructs it with C1i~[O ~'''m] ;"1n~ "0 following an example in Isaiah 
51.12 ("Who are you that you fear men?"). Garcia Martinez suggests this is too long for the 
space and does not make sense syntactically. The second reconstruction, from Puech, is 
C1i~[O ",~] ;"1n~ "0 ("Who are you cursed of man?"), which he contends corresponds to the 
curses of Belial and the spirits in other DSS; see 1 QS 2 4-7; 1 QM 13 4-5; CD 20 8; and 
4Q 175 23. Garcia Martinez argues that translating ",~ as a jussive is unwarranted. See DJD 
XXIII, 198-20 l. 
67 "Holy ones" (C"~'iP) identifies the angels in the biblical psalms (Ps 89.6, 8; cf. Zech 
14.5 - "God comes with his holy ones"). Dan 8.24 identifies the destruction of "holy people," 
C"t'ip. 
68 Cf. Josh 5.14-15; Dan 8.1 J. 
69 Line (8) "My soul cried out to praise your name, to give thanks with shouts (9) for your 
compassionate deeds, to proclaim your faithfulness, to the praise of you there is no end. I was 
near death (10) for my sins and my iniquities sold me to Sheol, but you (II) YHWH, did save 
me, according to your abundant compassion and abundant righteous acts. Also I (12) have 
loved your name and I have found refuge in your. shadow. Whe~ I reme~be~ your strength, 
my heart is strengthened (13) and upon your mercIes I kan. ForgIve my sm '\ H\\ H (14) and 
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incomplete with possibly the first five lines missing. The incantation section of 
the prayer is found in column 19 lines 13-16, in which the person is making a 
direct plea to God (using the Divine Name, ;";") for his forgiveness, 
strengthening, and protection from Satan and evil spirits.71 
The psalm follows a biblical model in the way of form, content, and the 
vocabulary.72 Sanders argues certain vocabulary used in l1Q5 19 differs from 
other Qumran documents relating to the spiritual battle of the community, i.e. 
the use of Satan and the evil inclination rather than Belial and the spirit of 
wickedness.73 Sanders opts for a closer connection to rabbinic literature 
because of the presence of Satan and evil inclination, but these terms are also 
found in the Hebrew Bible (Job 1.6; 2.1 and Gen 6.5). A connection to rabbinic 
literature, while insightful, should not suggest that the document is dependent 
on rabbinic ideas, but rather the language of the document may represent a 
developing tradition that is documented in rabbinic literature. 
cleanse me from my iniquity. Grant me a spirit of faith and knowledge. Let me not stumble 
(15) in transgression. Let not Satan rule over me, nor an evil spirit; let neither pain nor evil 
inclination take possession of my bones." A second copy of the prayer is suggested in 11 Q6 
frags 4-5. This very fragmentary text contains only small sections of thirteen of the sixteen 
lines that are thought to correspond closely with 11 QS XIX, see DJD XXIII, 43-44. 
70 See Sanders, Psalms Scroll. 
71 David Flusser identified a close affinity between 11 QS 19 and the Aramaic Testament of 
Levi found at Qumran (4Q2131 frag 1 I); see David Flusser, "Qumran and Jewish 'Apotropaic' 
Prayers," IEJ 16 (1966): 194-205. llQS 19 line 15 contains a similar phrase ('M lC~ .. ~ 
C'~n) to that which is found in Aram. Levi line 17 (C'~ 'M lC~ ,:l "~). See also the use of 
Satan in 1 QH frag 4 6; frag 45 3 and 1 QSb 1.8. This of course does not require a literary 
dependence in either direction (although both may be drawing on Ps 119.133), but perhaps 
supports the idea of a developing tradition within Judaism of personal incantations against 
evil spirits in the late second c. B.C.E. There are also three later prayers in Berakhoth 60b that 
have parallels to the Scroll material. Flusser argues it is possible that the apotropaic prayers of 
the Scrolls and later rabbinic literature can be traced back to Ps 51. However, one major 
difference between the biblical psalms and the Scroll material is the demonization of sin in 
the Scroll texts. The biblical psalms offer no counterpart to the Holy Spirit or willing spirit. 
Flusser suggests this is evidence for a late development of a belief in demonic powers as a 
parallel to positive spiritual powers inside and outside of humans and the dualistic movement 
at Qumran. See ibid., 204. 
72 In their reconstruction of II QS frag E iii, Garcia Martineztrigchelaar contend the 
document contained Ps 147.14-17 in the missing lines 1-4 and verses 18-20 make up lines 5-
7. They also suggest the rest of the psalm is directly related to Ps lOS. 
73 These characteristics would suggest a non-Qumran authorship; however, at least three 
Qumran documents include the phrase "evil inclination" - 4Q43S, 4Q370, and 4Q422. 
Sanders suggests the psalm has possible parallels to IQS col. 3-4 (cf. also 1 Enoch 84 for a 
similar type of prayer). 
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The prayer begins with an acknowledgment of the greatness of God in lines 
1-12. Within this praise, the author recognizes God's sovereignty, mercy, 
loving kindness, and great deeds. This is followed by the acknowledgement by 
the author of his sin and the need for forgiveness and purification, perhaps 
recognizing a reason for the affliction of evil spirits. This is followed in lines 
15-16 with a request for God's protection against Satan and unclean spirits. It 
may be assumed from these two lines that unclean spirits are responsible for 
physical affliction and the manifestation of the evil inclination in humanity. 
The term "unclean spirit" may characterize further the developing 
anthropology of Early Judaism. The term can only find definition if it is set 
against the human spirit, which then must be defined as a clean spirit, or an 
undefiled spirit. 
The "Plea for Deliverance" closes with a further praise of God and 
recognition of his grace. The author acknowledges his near-death experience 
due to his sins and iniquity. He also recognizes his inclination to sin and the 
ability of evil spirits to lead him in that direction, a characteristic of Qumran 
demonology. He therefore asks for a spirit of faith and knowledge to be strong 
against their attacks. This prayer should perhaps be categorized a prayer of 
thanksgiving for deliverance rather than an incantation. 
6.4.3 4Q510 and 4Q511: Songs of the Maskil 
The third form of incantation prayer is found in 4Q51 0 and 4Q511, the "Songs 
of the Maskil. "74 These two texts are quite fragmentary and contain some 
uncertainties in their reconstruction.75 4Q510 is made up of two fragments of 
which there are fourteen lines, nine on fragment one, and five on fragment 
two. A much larger portion of text has survived from 4Q511 that includes 
twenty-three fragments of (approx.) 130 lines. Similar language found in the 
74 Armin Lange and Esther Chazon suggest a parallel to these two documents in 4Q444 
(Incantation). I disagree with Lange's proposal that the beginning of 4Q444 should parallel 
4QSIO frag I 4-5. 4QSI0 1.4-5 is clearly set out as words of praise to terrify the demons. 
There is not the sense in 4Q444 that this is an incantation in the same sense that which is 
found in 4QSl 0-11, but rather it seems to be closer to the wisdom text of 4Q417-IS, which 
describes a spirit that is granted to the person in order to rebuke spirits which are trying to 
lead him or her away from God's Law. See e.g. 4Q444 frag I line 2, "n):Jo:J :J", "n", ,"j1", 
i',n, "and they became spirits of dispute in my understanding of the statute,". Cf. CD 16.4f; 
4.12-15; S.S and 1 QHa l1.19f. 
75 See M. Baillet, Qumran Cave 4. 
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two texts has prompted Nitzan and Alexander to suggest that 4Q51 0 and 511 
are two copies of the same text by different scribes.76 
The surviving text of 4Q51 0 frag 1 begins with four lines of praise directed 
towards the glory of God without using the Divine Name ii1~~ (instead, C~;'i ~~ 
is used).77 Alexander suggests these apotropaic lines of thanksgiving are 
sectarian in origin based upon the "siege mentality" and the "distinctive 
language of the Qumran group" contained in the hymn (i.e. "sons of light" -
4Q510 frag 1, 1.7; and "men of Covenant" - 4Q511 frags 63-64, 2 1.5).78 The 
apparent failure to use the Divine Name (ii1 ir), which is found in other 
incantation texts, may be due in part to the author's recognition of the sanctity 
of the name and his fear to use it as a magical charm. However, as Nitzan 
suggests, the text may have contained adjurations with il1~~ that were 
subsequently lost. 79 The use of a divine name would follow the normal pattern 
of incantation prayers in which the name of the deity (in this case i11i1~) is used 
as the word of power, rather than the words of glorification and praise of God, 
which we find in 4Q51 0-11. 80 
Nitzan suggests each of the "Songs of the Maskil" can be divided into three 
pnmary components: a word of power, banishment of the demons, and the 
time in which the prayer will be effective. 81 These components can be 
identified in 4Q510. The "word of power," which Nitzan identifies as the 
praise and glorification of God rather than the Divine Name, is found in lines 
4_6. 82 In this instance, they are used to terrify and scatter the evil spirits - "and 
76 See Alexander, "Wrestling Against Wickedness," 319 and Bilhah Nitzan, Qumran 
Prayer and Religious Poetry (trans. Jonathan Chipman; STDJ 12; Leiden: Brill, 1994). 
Arguably, this is a possibility, but it is also possible that 4Q51 0 is a single incantation out of a 
collection of prayers, a recipe book, of which 4Q511 may have served as the main body. 
77 See also 4Q290 for the use of ,~ as the name of God in prayer for protection. The 
opening lines of 4Q51 0 and fragments of 4Q511 may have been an allusion to 1 Enoch 9.4-5, 
11, which contain the prayer of the archangels concerning the evil that was being done by the 
Watchers and their offspring. The idea that the angels were worshipping alongside the 
covenanters may have influenced the author in adopting this method of prayer. 
78 See also Chazon, "Hymns and Prayers." 
79 This theory, howc\'cr, may perhaps be questioned due to the presence on:·-I.,~. 
80 See ibid., 248-250. 
81 Ibid., 244. 
82 [ I.,"'"J-I.." --roll., '--~;'I- i'- .,.~ ... ~ I., • .., ... ~ .,~. 4 " I _, I J 1_ ,~I I~"'_~ I ,'. -' (_~(..; ...I~I_ ... ,,', . 
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I, a Sage, declare the splendour of his glory in order to frighten and terrify all 
the spirits." The second component is the identification of all the spirits by the 
Sage which are turned away by the incantation (lines 5-6): the spirits of the 
corrupting angels, bastard spirits, demons, Lilith, owls, jackals, and those 
which strike suddenly. A description of several of these evil spirits is found in 
BW, again offering a possible influence upon 4Q51 0 by the Watcher tradition 
(see 1 En 19.1; 10.9).83 The third component of Nitzan's formula (the time of 
effective prayer) is found in lines 6-8. 84 Nitzan suggests this is a warning to 
the spirits that their time is limited, but that their activity is permitted through 
Divine decree until the Day of Judgment (see Jub 10).85 It is through this 
prayer of glorification of God that the people will find an immediate end to the 
demonic activity and a promise of an eschatological punishment of the spirits. 
4Q511 is more complex than 510. The fragmentary nature of the text does 
not seem to allow the psalm to fit into Nitzan's formula of components listed 
previously. Nevertheless, the document is clearly an incantation against evil 
spirits. Fragment 35 line 6f. identifies the task of the Maskil to exalt the name 
of God (?) and to (terrify) the spirits of the bastards86 (see 1 En 10.9; and 
4Q511 frags 48, 49, 51 lines 2-3 87). The text also contains scattered words of 
praise and glorification of God (frag 2 col. 1; frags 28, 29, 30, 52, 54, 55, 57-
59, 63-64). Fragment 10 appears to be the end of the list of demons that is 
4. And I, a sage, declare the splendour of his glory in order to frighten and terr[ify] 
5. all the spirits of the corrupting angels and the bastards spirits, demons, Lilith, owls 
and [jackals] 
6. and those who strike suddenly to lead astray the spirit of knowledge, to make their 
hearts devastated. And you have been placed in the era of the rul[ e of] 
7. wickedness and in the periods of humiliation of the sons of lig[ht]. 
83 See also Isa 13.21 and 34.14. 
84A second possible interpretation of these lines is that the Maskil is addressing the people. 
It is not clear who the "you" is in the word natatem (you have been placed in the era of the 
rule of wickedness). I f it is the people then it could be understood as a word of encouragement 
that the rule of the wicked is ending. They are told that their lives wi 11 not come to everlasting 
destruction during the period of humiliation. 
85 Cf. 4Q51 I frag 35 8-9. 
86 I..J ...... - [jn~"'1 ]-j c .. , -~, ..... .., '-'-'j ............ I.. u u-'~ "u' C'iTr.::r~ 'n1i [ ) 1J ,ni1_-,_ ;.J, . .. - ... 1...1- I I I " I' ~I/_ "'" ,_ .1' 
"And as for me, I spread the fear of God in the ages of my generations to exalt the name [ ... 
and to terrify] with his power al[l] spirits of the bastards." See Garcia MartinezJTigchelaar. 
Dead Sea Scrolls, 2: 1032. 
87 "And through my mouth he startles [all the spirits otl the bastards, so to subjugate [all] 
impure [sinners]." 
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given in 4Q510 frag 1 5-6. A point of significant difference in 4Q511 is the 
numerous promises of protection by God in what appears to be eschatological 
language. Fragment 1 describes a region in which there are no evil spirits. 
Fragment 2 column 1 states that God has removed the chief of dominions (cf. 
frag 3). Fragment 8 describes the protection of the person in the secret (place) 
of EI Shaddai amongst the holy ones (cf. Ps 91.1). These promises of 
protection perhaps enforce the idea of an immediate deliverance from the 
affliction of the spirits while at the same time reminding the people of the final 
destruction of the spirits in the eschaton described in BW.88 
The incantation psalms of the DSS reflect an apocalyptic worldview that 
recognized the presence of evil spirits at work in the world within the divine 
order. Some of the Scroll texts disclose vulnerability in the human spirit that 
left a person open to attack by the subordinates of Beliar due to the inclination 
of the heart. 89 These evil spirits afflicted humanity with physical ailments, 
spiritual oppression, and possession (cf. 4Q560). In order to counteract the 
activity of these spirits, Judaism incorporated the practice of magical 
protection through prayer and the use of incantations. These prayers were used 
as weapons of spiritual warfare in order to protect the children of light from 
being persuaded by a host of evil spirits to follow the evil inclination. It can 
also be understood from the documents that these prayers were only a 
temporary restraint against the activity of the spirits, but it is also clear that the 
authors expected a complete destruction of the spirits in the eschaton as 
described in BW (16.1). 
88 Alexander contends the emphasis in the Qumran documents (e.g. lQS 3.20-24; 4QI74 
1-3 i 7-9; 4Q510 1 6; I1Ql1 5.5-8; l1QPs· 19.15) is on the psychological effects of the evil 
spirits upon the individual and community rather than the physical harm. Therefore, the 
primary weapon against the spirits is prayer that glorifies God, see Alexander, "Demonology 
in DSS," 345-46. 
89 There are several protective prayers or recitations in the Qumran literature, which are 
used against Belial, or those in his camp. See e.g. I QS 2.4-10 - "against human followers of 
Belial"; I QM 13 - "against Belial and his lot of spirits who plot against the lot of God"; 
4Q280 - "against Melki-resha, the one who plots against the covenant of God"; 4Q286 trag 7 
_ "against Belial and the spirits that plot with him." 4Q560 suggests a physical possession or 
affliction of an individual by an evil spirit (during sleep?) that causes an undefined illness (cf. 
4Q266 6.1.50. 4Q560 frag 1.2 offers an amulet that presumably will protect the individual 
from these attacks. These types of prayers may be reflected in the instruction given to Noah 
by the archangel in Jubilees 10. t 2-.1 4 whi~h .would p~otect his childre~ from .the attacks of 
Mastema and the evil spirits of the giants. Similar practices can be found In Tobit 6.8. 
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6.5 Conclusion 
The growing prominence of the belief in demons played a key role in the 
struggle of good versus evil in the 2TP. As a result, anthropology found in 
certain documents that recorded how evil spirits influenced a person in an 
effort to draw him or her away from God and, at the same time, permitted edl 
spirits to afflict or perhaps take possession of a human body (cf. 11 Q5 19 15-
16). Within this anthropology and demonology, we have identified three 
primary motifs at work in the Scrolls that helped to formulate how the problem 
of evil was being addressed in 2TP Judaism. First, it was understood that 
humanity had a good and evil inclination. Second, the evil side of this innate 
characteristic allowed the evil spirits who emerged from the Watcher tradition 
(i.e. Belial and his lot) to cause people to digress from following God. Third, it 
is because of these attacks that we see the prominence of the prayers that were 
used as a defence against the spirits. Within these prayers, we find allusions to 
the Watcher tradition, which was advanced in the second and first centuries 
B.C.E. by the Scrolls and other Jewish literature. We also find a reflection of 
the interaction of demons and humans in the Gospels. 
The combination of the themes found in B W, DSS, and other texts, allowed 
for the emergence of a theology, demonology, and anthropology within Early 
Judaism that dissociated God from the origin of evil. These developing motifs 
in 2TP Judaism would eventually evolve to the point at which we see the 
emergence of the "kingdom of Satan" in the Gospels (Matt 12.26; Lk 11.18), 
bringing about a recognized dualism in the spirit world of the first century. The 
resulting anthropology assumed that human nature is weak, corruptible, and 
subject to the manipulation of evil spirits. These are the same evil spirits, 
although reconceived, that the author of BWhad affirmed exist in his day. 
The foregoing expose of the origin of human suffering through the activity 
of evil spirits is only attested thus far in sources originating from Judea-
Palestine. However, in his treatise De Gigantibus, Philo of Alexandria offers a 
different model in which the cause of human suffering and evil is not 
personified in the form of evil spirits. Philo's argument centres more on human 
nature; the responsibility for suffering ultimately rests on the shoulders of 
humanity. In what follows, I will present a detailed examination of Philo's 
interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4 in relation to his view of the human soul. 
Chapter 7 
Philo of Alexandria: 
Interpreting Genesis 6.1-4 
7.1 Introduction I 
The previous chapters have argued that the interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4 
played an important role in the development of a Jewish demonology in the 
centuries leading up to the Common Era. The giantology (i.e. the theme of evil 
spirits) and anthropology in the Book of Watchers were adopted and elaborated 
by the authors of several early Jewish texts during the second and first 
centuries B.C.E. These texts, in tum, advanced the giant tradition of the 
emergence of evil spirits to the point we find it taken up by the authors of the 
Gospels. The Gospel texts reflect a belief in the existence of evil spirits in the 
Palestinian Jewish worldview. These evil spirits appear to have the ability to 
afflict and, at times, invade the human body for reasons that are left unspoken. 
However, it appears that not all Jews were willing to accept this explanation 
for elements of human suffering in the first century C.E. A very different view 
is offered by Philo of Alexandria in De Gigantibus, which may be derived in 
large part from his own interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4. 
This chapter will present an alternative approach to the responsibility for 
human suffering articulated by a lone voice in the Alexandrian Diaspora 
during the 2TP, one that differs considerably from the tradition set forth in BW 
and other related texts. As will be seen below, it is difficult to determine 
whether or not Philo knew of the Watcher tradition, but it does appear that he 
was at least aware of some form of the Fallen Angel tradition prevalent in 
Palestinian Judaism. 
I All Greek texts and translations of Philo are from Philo in Ten Yolumes (and Two 
Supplementary Yolumes) (trans. F. H. Colson, G. H. Whitaker, and Ralph Marcus; LCL; 
Cambridge: Harvard University, 1929-62). 
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In order to understand Philo's approach, we must first try to determine his 
place in Early Judaism. I shall do so by presenting the relevant questions in the 
debate concerning his method of interpreting scripture. Several scholars have 
argued that he is presenting a very Platonic view of humanity and the cosmos. 
However, as will be shown below, he is a gifted exegete of scripture who uses 
Greek philosophical language in order to explain effectively the journey of the 
human soul. I shall discuss the role of Philo's audience(s), which, along with 
his philosophical language, presents several difficulties for the reader who is 
attempting to interpret his exegesis of the biblical tradition. 
Following the discussion of Philo's role as an exegete, I shall outline his 
view of the soul in relation to anthropology in the wider cosmos. While 
developing his anthropology, Philo argues for the existence of two types of 
souls, a divine soul that remains outside of the physical realm of humanity and 
the human soul that takes on flesh. Within this anthropology, two interrelated 
points will be raised that are central to his interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4: the 
origin of the human soul and its immortality. These two elements, discussed in 
this broader perspective, will provide a backdrop against which a clearer 
picture of his anthropology and giantology emerges in the primary text of this 
chapter, De Gigantibus. This discussion will reveal a diversity of Jewish 
thought in relation to demonology in the first century C.E. 
7.2 Philo of Alexandria: Exegete or Philosopher? 
Philo of Alexandria has been characterized as both a Jewish exegete and a 
Greek philosopher. His life and, in part, his writings remain enigmatic to the 
twenty first century scholar. There are very few references found in Graeco-
Roman literature that describe his life in the Jewish community in Alexandria 
in the first century C.E.2 Josephus described him as a leading citizen during the 
late first century B.C.E. and early first century C.E. He writes that Philo's 
opinions in the community were held in high regard: "Philo, who stood at the 
head of the delegation of the Jews, a man held in the highest honour, brother of 
Alexander the Alabarch, and no novice in philosophy, was prepared to proceed 
1 For a brief introduction to the life of Philo in Alexandria. see Erwin R. Goodcnough. A" 
IlIIrodllctiofl to Philo Judealls (second ed.; Oxford: Basil Blackwcll. 1962). 
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with a defence against the accusations."3 Despite Josephus' exalted praise of 
Philo, there is little evidence outside of his writings to support this claim. 
David Runia maintains that there was little regard for Philo's work during his 
lifetime, and contends that the majority of Jews "either ignored him or 
condemned him to silence."4 Runia argues that because of the lack of direct 
evidence of rabbinic use of Philo, we should consider a rejection of his work 
by the rabbinic community due to its exploitation by Christian authors such as 
Clement, Origen, and Eusebius. He contends that the rejection of Philo was 
paralleled by the rejection by the rabbinic community of the LXX as a 
translation of the Hebrew Bible. This rejection is reflected in the revision 
undertaken in the second century C.E. by Aquila to oppose its Christian 
exploitation.s Despite Runia's explanation of the objection to Philo's writings 
within first century C.E. Judaism, Philo's interpretation of Jewish scriptures 
holds an important place in our understanding of early Jewish thought and 
should be considered in the exegesis of Jewish scriptures. 
Peder Borgen concludes that Philo was an important individual from this 
period in that he was a devoted Jew and at the same time a philosopher in the 
midst of the Hellenistic world.6 Consequently, his views of theological issues 
contribute to an understanding of demonology, as well as other biblical 
themes, during 2TP Judaism. Borgen argues that the writings of Philo are 
distinctly Jewish but are presented most often in a philosophical manner. To 
this end, Borgen states that Philo has interpreted the Laws of Moses for the 
Jews of Alexandria in a manner acceptable to Hellenistic thinking and 
exegesis. He has used the language of reason to examine the Scriptures in 
order to bring a deeper understanding of them to the Hellenistic Jewish 
3 See Josephus, Ant.18.2S9. and Philo's account in Legat. of his journey to Rome as a 
member of the Jewish delegation to go before the emperor. 
4 See David T. Runia, Philo in Early Christian Literature: A Survey (Jewish Traditions in 
Early Christian Literature 44; Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1993), 17. Although there is little 
evidence in rabbinic writings of an interaction with Philo, we do have references by later 
rabbis to a group of interpreters called the dorshe reshumot and dorshe hamurot. This group is 
known for their allegorical interpretation of scripture and was opposed by later rabbis. It is 
possible that Philo was identified as part of this group causing his work to be ignored by the 
rabbis. 
5 Ibid., 1 S. 
6 See Peder Borgen, Philo of Alexandria. An Exegete For His Time (NovTSup 86; Leiden: 
EJ. Brill, 1997). Borgen states that Philo has brought together scripture and philosophical 
works, thus making his work pivotal in the history of thought. 
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community.' Consequently, no matter how "Greek" Philo may appear, he was 
in his own right a faithful Jew. Thus, his philosophy corresponded to his 
Judaism, or perhaps was formulated from Jewish thought. 
Samuel Sandmel suggests that Philo had a close conceptual affiliation to 
early rabbinic Judaism.8 In an effort to stress the Jewishness of Philo, Sandmel 
evaluates three possible ways in which Philo and the rabbis might be 
compared. Firstly, rabbinic Judaism was an authority in Alexandria in 20 
B.C.E. - 40 C.E. from which Philo borrowed rabbinic theology and then 
drafted his thoughts into philosophical form for his audience.9 However, 
Sandmel can produce no evidence that this was the case in Alexandria. By 
offering this theory, Sandmel implies the continuous use of Hebrew in 
Alexandria and in particular by Philo. This is a major assumption on his part, 
considering the majority opinion that Philo's Bible was the LXX rather than 
the Hebrew Bible. 10 
Secondly, Sandmel suggests that Alexandrian Judaism was independent of 
Palestine and that corresponding doctrines were due to a similar interpretation 
of Scripture along with a somewhat limited communication between the two 
regions. Although some scholars have argued for a "large dependency of 
Palestine on Alexandria," there is little evidence for this assumption. 11 
Thirdly, Sandmel considers the possibility that Palestinian and Alexandrian 
Judaism "each developed along its own lines of creativity but without the 
complete loss of communication." This pattern offers room for the 
idiosyncrasies of each division of Judaism to develop within its own camp 
while at the same time allowing for minimum influence on each other. The 
, Ibid., 9. 
8 See Samuel Sandmel, Philo's Place in Judaism: A Study of Conceptions of Abraham in 
Jewish Literature (Cincinnati: Hebrew Union College Press, 1956), 5. See also Collins, 
Between Athens and Jerusalem, 16-25. Collins contends for the Jewishness of the writings of 
Philo and others in the Diaspora. Philo would have been more or less contemporary with four 
major figures in first-century C.E. Judaism: Hillel, Shammai, Jesus, and Paul. However, it is 
highly unlikely that he had contact with any of these individuals. 
9 The difficulty with this theory is that there is no need to identify a "rabbinic Judaism" 
during Philo's life. It is likely that concepts that we find in later rabbinic writings were 
developing in the early first c. C.E.; however, similarities between Philo and the rabbis may 
be simply that they are interpreting a common scripture. 
10 It should be noted that Greek Bible translations have been found at Qumran, which 
indicates that Alexandria was not isolated in its "Hellenised" Judaism. 
II Sandmel, Philo's Place, 10. 
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argument concerning these three choices, as Sandmel states, is entwined with 
the question of whether or not Philo knew Hebrew, and if so, to what extent. 
This issue, however, may be entirely irrelevant for two reasons. Firstly, \\·e 
know that Philo had the LXX and had no real need for the Hebrew Bible. 12 
Secondly, it is conceivable that if it is determined that Philo reflects 
Palestinian Halakah, why is it not possible that these principles were related to 
him in Greek? After all, if we were going to argue for a tri-lingual Palestine in 
the first century C.E., why would this be such a difficulty?13 Philo's Judaism, 
which is based on his interpretation of the LXX, presents an Alexandrian post-
biblical Halakah that was likely based on Palestinian Oral Law. 14 
Many scholars have argued that Philo is a Greek philosopher. A number of 
philosophical trends have been distinguished in Philo's writings, which can be 
traced back to the works of Plato, Stoicism, Epicureanism, Pythagoreanism, 
Scepticism, and Peripateticism. 15 However, philosophy was not Philo's 
religion; it only served as a medium by which he explicated the biblical text. 
Philo's favourite linguistic tool for exegesis was allegory. This tool may seem 
at first to be one of Philo's Greek characteristics, but Philo felt justified in 
using it because of its use in the Bible (Plant. 36). His allegorical 
interpretation, however, must always be understood in the context of the 
biblical verse. Therefore, while interpreting Philo's treatises, we should keep 
in mind: (1) the exegetical function of his philosophical language, and (2) 
Philo's primary theme is the journey of the sou1. 16 R. Melnick argues that Philo 
understood allegory as the true mystery by which one extracts the letter of the 
12 If Philo were aware of the Watcher tradition in a written form, would this indicate that 
there was a Greek translation already available in the first century C.E.? 
13 For discussion of the issue of language in the first century C.E., see e.g. Joseph A 
Fitzmyer, A Wandering Aramean: Collected Aramaic Essays. (Atlanta: Scholars, 1979); 
Maurice Casey, "An Aramaic Approach to the Synoptic Gospels," Exp Tim 110 (1999): 275-
78; and Loren T. Stuckenbruck, "An Approach to the New Testament Through Aramaic 
Sources: The Recent Methodological Debate," JSP 8 (1991): 3-29. 
14 For discussion of Philo and Halakah, see Samuel Belkin, Philo and the Oral Law: The 
Phi/Ollie Interpretation of Biblical Law in Relation to the Palestinian Halakah (Cambridge, 
MA.: Harvard University, 1940). 
IS See Fllen Birnbaum, The Place of Judaism in Philo's Thought, Israel, Jews, and 
Prose(r(cs (BJS 290; Atlanta: Scholars, 1996), 21. 
It. See Birnbaum, Place of Judaism, 16. 
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Torah. 17 In doing so, Philo has made Judaism more acceptable to his Greek 
world. This of course raises the question: who was Philo's audience? 
7.2.1 Philo's Audience 
There has been relatively little attention devoted to the addressees of Philo's 
writings. Given that Philo does not overtly identify his readers, they have to be 
inferred from the texts. Thus, Alan Mendelson offers several alternatives about 
the nature of Philo's audience. IS He suggests that in Philo's writings we have a 
distinct view from outside of Palestine, one that contrasts Jews of two distinct 
affiliations. Philo's group, thus his audience, is one that appreciates wisdom, 
while the second group is one that Philo identifies as those who need the literal 
meaning of the biblical text. 19 Mendelson argues that Philo's group was aware 
of two complementary beliefs: (1) the Bible was written on a level for the 
philosophically poor, and (2) scripture could be approached allegorically.20 
According to Mendelson, Philo was writing to the Jewish population in 
Alexandria; indeed, he was responding to the "daily needs of the Jewish 
community in Alexandria."21 
Ellen Birnbaum presents a more detailed description of Philo's vanous 
audiences. She suggests that Philo's works are directed to different or 
overlapping audiences with different aims for each treatise. 22 Though we can 
only make intelligent guesses about their respective identities, we do know the 
audience must have been familiar with Jewish beliefs, practices, and the 
Jewish people. 23 Birnbaum proposes three particular audiences based upon 
three genres identified in Philo's works. 24 Accordingly, the audience of his 
allegorical treatises had a sophisticated knowledge of scripture and philosophy. 
17 R. Melnick, "On the Phi Ionic Conception of the Whole Man," JSJ 11 (1980): 1-32. 
18 See Alan Mendelson, Philo's Jewish Identity (BJS 161; Atlanta: Scholars, 1988). 
19 See Deus. 61-64. 
20 Philo had carefully thought-out rules of applying allegory to the interpretation of 
scripture: these are described in Somn. 1.102 
21 See Mendelson, Philo's Identity, 16. 
22 See Birnbaum, 18, n. 34 for other secondary sources dealing with the purposes of 
Philo's writings. 
23 See Mos. 1.1 which may identify at least part of his audience, "to those who are worthy 
not to be ignorant of it." 
24 For a discussion of the classification of Philo's writings see Peder Borgen, Philo of 
Alexandria: A critical and Synthetical Survey of Research Since JVorld War II (ANRW II 21 
I; Berlin: Haase, 1984), 117-18. 
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These Jews were likely looking for a revelation of secrets about the journey of 
the human soul during life and after death. These allegories, in which Philo 
most often quoted from the Pentateuch, detailed the soul's struggle with 
passions and its quest for God.25 
The second genre of writings is the exegetical commentaries. 26 The audience 
addressed by these, according to Birnbaum, encompasses a wider Jewish 
population, who would also have had a sophisticated knowledge of scripture 
and philosophy. She suggests that the two main texts in this genre, 
Quaestiones et Solutiones in Genesin and Quaestiones et Solutiones in 
Exodum, represented a sourcebook or textbook for the Alexandrian Jews. 
These two texts answered questions of scripture with literal and symbolic 
interpretation. 
Birnbaum identifies the third genre as Philo's expository treatises.27 The 
audience of such compositions would have been rather different from the 
previous two groups. Birnbaum argues that we cannot assume this group was 
familiar with scripture; instead, they would have possessed different levels of 
knowledge of the biblical tradition and Greek philosophy. This audience likely 
included non-Jews who had little knowledge of Jewish practices, and for this 
reason Philo presented a rewritten bible.28 
A summary of Mendelson and Birnbaum shows how difficult it is to 
determine Philo's audiences with any accuracy. Little more can be said than 
they were Jews and Gentiles who lived in, or at least had contact with, 
Alexandria. It is at least probable, as David Runia has suggested, that Philo 
25 Philo identifies this audience in Deus. lOin which he calls it the "Beloved of God," a 
clear reference to Israel. However, the question is raised of what Philo meant as Israel. For a 
thorough discussion on this question, see Birnbaum, Place of Judaism, 17-19. 
26 See QG, QE. Leg., elzer., Sacr., Det., Post., Gig., Deus., Agr .. Plant., Ebr .. Sobr .. Con!. 
Migr .. Her .. Congr .. Fug .. Mut., and Somn. 
27 Opi/. Ab,... los.. Decal.. Spec.. Virt.. Praem., Contemp/.. Hypoth.. and Mos. 
Goodenough argues (on the basis of the content of Spec.) that the audience for the expository 
works was likely Gentiles who had an interest in Jewish religion. The difficulty with 
Goodenough's view is the final sections of Praem 79f. in which the recipients are most likely 
Jews. 
28 Two works that fall into this category are Hypotlz., which discusses Jewish Law and the 
Essenes as a defence of the Jews, and Contemp/., which discusses the lives of the Tlzerapeutae 
in an attempt to impress the Jews by the work of the sect. 
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was recording his own search for a deeper meaning of the scriptures in which 
he allowed others to partake. 29 
7.2.2 Problems of Interpretation 
In any of the three genres identified in his writings, it is clear that Philo relies 
on Jewish methods of exegesis of the scriptures to relate the message to each 
audience. He does, however, leave several points of interpretation ambiguous 
by using words that have several meanings that cannot be clearly distinguished 
from one another. In doing so, he offers a symbolic meaning of the text 
without offering the literal sense of the passage. David Winston argues that 
Philo uses this method to sidestep clashes between Jewish and Greek thought: 
"Although [Philo] allows the Jewish side of his thought the dominant place in 
his presentation, he invariably tones it down by introducing some 
philosophical twist and allowing the perceptive reader a glimpse of his true 
position."30 The different audiences, along with Philo's deliberate mix of 
Jewish exegesis and philosophical thought, often result in the reader finding it 
difficult to understand what it is Philo is actually trying to articulate. This 
problem becomes apparent in the discussion immediately below. 
It is not my intent to correct misunderstandings of Philo's work; 
nevertheless, a reader of Philo ought to realise that his methodology is itself 
capable of being misunderstood.3l His unsystematic presentation was a result 
of the order of the material as it occurs in the Old Greek version of the Torah, 
rather than an unsystematic theological approach. Borgen is convinced that 
Philo is engaging in an exegetical "question and answer" approach that may be 
observed in other writings from the period.32 In support of his thesis of "Philo 
the Exegete," Borgen states: 
[Philo] interprets the laws of Moses and Jewish existence in general by means of Greek ideas 
and religious traditions. According to Philo, Moses formulated the authentic philosophy, and 
29 David T. Runia, "How to Read Philo," NTT 40 (1986), 192. 
30 David Winston, "Judaism and Hellenism: Hidden Tension in Philo," SphA 2 (1990), 18. 
-'I See Harry A. Wolfson, Philo: Foundations of Religious Philosophy in Judaism. 
Christianitr. and Islam (second ed.; 1947; repr., Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1968). 
Wolfson writes an elaborate presentation of Philo's style of philosophical exegesis. 
-'2 Borgen suggests it is possible that these two treatises (QE and QG) are using a typical 
rabbinic question and answer format, which was wide spread in 2TP Judaism (and the Greek 
world). in which the author freely expands on the biblical text, see Borgen, Philo. An Exegete. 
90. 
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Greek philosophy contains elements of this true philosophy and is at some points derived 
from the teachings of Moses. 33 
Philo's discussion of biblical themes prevalent in 2TP Judaism contributes a 
noteworthy approach with the inclusion of a Jewish perspective of the 
Scriptures and the philosophical views of the Greeks.·14 His use of 
philosophical language, however, often leaves the reader with the impression 
that suggests he is contradicting himself and did not have a coherent 
understanding of the subject. Borgen explains this potential for confusion by 
drawing attention to the Jewishness of Philo's argument, that is, that he is not 
afraid to give two answers to the same question. 35 Similarly. Oliver Leaman 
argues that Philo contradicts himself when he states a point in one of his 
writings and then states the opposite elsewhere.36 However, contra Leaman, it 
appears that Philo's sometimes- incoherent interpretation does not derive from 
his misunderstanding of the concepts presented, but from his attempt to 
intertwine his philosophical reasoning with biblical revelation over what would 
have been an extended period of writing activity. Philo is attempting to take 
his Alexandrian audience into a world of Jewish texts that they can only 
understand against the backdrop of Greek concepts of virtue, wisdom, and the 
corporeal and incorporeal universe. If modem readers are to avoid confusion in 
understanding Philo's writings, they must recognize that Platonic thought is 
the basis of Philo's method of teaching. However, while the influence of 
Platonic thought on Philo is readily apparent in his writings; his views are not 
limited to Greek influences as will be seen below. 
The primary text upon which this chapter will focus, De Gigantibus, 
demonstrates Philo operating as a Jewish exegete and a philosopher. We can 
perhaps attribute this in part to his implied audience. This audience should be 
considered a "learned" group of Jews who were perhaps aware of traditions 
behind his interpretation. In this case, I argue, these traditions may have 
included themes found in 1 Enoch and other Qumran material, which, as a 
result of their familiarity, needed little explanation. 
33 See Peder Borgen, "Judaism in Egypt," ABD 3: 1061-72. 
34 See Borgen, Philo. All Exegete. Borgen gives an excellent presentation of the language 
difficulties and their understanding in light of Philo's Greek/Jewish philosophy. 
35 Ibid .. 93. 
31> See Oliver Leaman. E,·i/ alld Suffering in Jewish Philosophy (Cambridge: Harvard 
University, 1995), 35. 
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7.3 Philo's View of the Soul 
Since in De Gigantibus the \fJux~ plays such an important role, it is necessary 
to articulate first how Philo viewed the soul in general and its place in the 
incorporeal and corporeal worlds. Philo's view of the term \fJux~ is by no 
means easily understood in his writings. He believed that all \fJUXOI originated 
from God prior to the creation of humankind, and argued for the existence of 
two categories of soul: one that remains in the divine realm, his "true" man,37 
and another that inhabits the human body. 
The first type of soul is immortal, but includes some incorporeal (of a 
spiritual and divine nature) and some corporeal (e.g. stars) souls. These \fJuxo I, 
made in the image of the Divine, were of a single nature; they are neither male 
nor female, of the mind only, and incorruptible. 38 The air is the abode of these 
beings, for, according to Philo, God filled all parts of the universe with living 
beings.39 These creatures exist in the universe and cannot be apprehended by 
the senses, for they abide in the divine realm. Philo describes these beings as 
"not a living creature only, but mind in the purest kind through and through."40 
Philo justifies the existence of the first group of souls in De Opijicio Mundi 
143. He describes the universe at the time prior to the creation of humanity as 
a "well-ordered state" with a constitution. The constitution is composed of the 
divine laws set up to control the universe. 41 The progression of his theory 
follows: if there exists a state and laws, then there must be citizens who exist 
37 See Det. 84. 
38 See Opif. 134-135. 
39 See Gig. 7 and Somn. 1.134-36. 
40 See Somn. 1.135. 
41 For a text comparison supporting this idea, see James L. Kugel, Traditions of the Bible: 
A Guide to the Bible As it Was At the Start of the Common Era (Cambridge: Harvard 
University, 1998), 54. This concept can be found in the motif of Prov 8.22: "The Lord 
possessed me [Wisdom] at the beginning of His way, before His works of old." 4 Ezra 
(although there is dispute over the dating, possibly late first century) speaks of the 
establishment of the Garden of Eden prior to the earth appearing. See also McNamara, 
Targum Neofiti 1.' Genesis on Gen 3.24 and Maher, Targum Pseudo-Jonathan: Genesis on 
Genesis 2.8. Also 1 Baruch (probably late first century C.E.) speaks of the pre-existence of 
the Temple in Jerusalem prior to the making of Paradise. In b. Pesahim 54a, we find that the 
Torah was created before the world; the Torah would have been Philo's idea of what the 
constitution, or laws governing the universe would have been. Although some of these 
writings arc later than Philo's time, the traditions that inform them stand as part of late 2TP 
thought. 
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In that state. The citizens, described in De Opijicio Mundi 144, are of a 
spiritual and divine nature: some are without a body (aowjJoTos-), others with 
bodies, "and who should these be but spiritual and divine natures, some 
incorporeal and visible to the mind only, some not without bodies, such as are 
the stars." 
It may be suggested that Philo understood these beings as the "us" in 
Genesis 1.26; an angelic host that assisted God in the creation process ("Let us 
make adam42 in our image, in our likeness"). This theme is also found in 
Targum Pseudo-Jonathan. The author of the Targum elaborates on Genesis 
1.26 by clearly identifying the "us" as the angels who minister before God, 
those who were created on the second day. This theme is also supported in 
other rabbinic sources (e.g. Gen Rab. 8.4; b. Sanh. 38b). Pseudo-Jonathan also 
explains the plurality of God's statements in Genesis 3.22; 11.7; and 18.20 as 
words spoken to the angelic host. It has been suggested that the angels are 
identified as the "us" in the rabbinic material in order to exclude the possibility 
of the Christian claim that the "us" indicates the Trinity.43 Jubilees 10.22-23, 
however, may suggest this interpretation was known and understood as early 
as the second century B.C.E. The archangels of Jubilees, who narrate the story 
of the Tower of Babel, identify themselves as the "us" in Genesis 11.6. 
Another possible early source of this interpretation is 4Q417 (4Qlnstruction). 44 
Although this Qumran text does not imply angelic participation in the creation 
of humanity, it does follow a similar dualistic interpretation of the creation of 
humanity found in Philo's writings. 4Qlnstruction suggests the creation of a 
people in the image of the Holy Ones (= Philo's heavenly ~uXO't) and another 
that is the "spirit of the flesh" (= Philo's earthly ~uXO't). 
Philo presents the ~UXrl of a human as vastly different from the ~uxo I that 
already existed in the image of God (i.e. angelic beings who assisted in 
42 I use adam (Cl'~) to identify humanity in general. 
43 See J. Bowker, The Targums and Rabbinic Literature (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University, 1969) and Maher, Targum Pseudo-Jonathan, 19-20, n. 42. 
44 For discussion of the various interpretations of Gen 1.26, see John Collins, "In the 
Likeness of the Holy Ones: The Creation of Humankind in a Wisdom Text from Qumran," in 
The Provo International Conference on the Dead Sea Scrolls: Technological Innovations, 
Nell" Texts, and Reformulated Issues (ed. Donald W. Parry and Eugene Ulrich; Leiden: Brill, 
1999), 609-18. See also Ben Wold, Women, Men, and Angels: The Qumran Wisdom Text 
Musar Ie Mel'in and its Allusions to Genesis /-3. (WUNT 2: Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 
forthcoming). 
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creation). Both these beings have as their life source the same divine breath. 45 
However, he argues in De Opijicio Mundi 72f. that God had help in the 
creation of humanity because of its endowment with virtue and vice due to its 
mind and reason. The human is a mixed nature, an object of sense perception 
which makes it prone to dualistic contraries: wisdom/folly, courage/cowardice, 
justice/injustice, good/evil, and virtue/vice.46 He reiterates the idea of the 
"image of God" in his description of humankind. It is not that humans are, 
strictly speaking, in bodily form in the image of God, but rather in the image 
of God with respect to the mind: "Let no one represent the likeness as one to a 
bodily form; for neither is God in human form, nor is the human body Godlike. 
No, it is in respect of the Mind, the sovereign element of the soul, that the 
word 'image' is used."47 The beings in this form (aowJ..IOTos-) are able to 
apprehend divine truth. They are, according to Philo, "wisdom with no 
material body," and are therefore divine. 48 He seems to be implying that the 
human \jJUX~ is constituted in a similar fashion to those \jJUXo I created in 
Genesis 1.26. Therefore, it seems likely that Philo understood that the human 
soul was capable of transforming itself into a "divine" being.49 
Philo's assumed exposure to Plato's "World of Forms" may playa part in 
the creation of humanity and his introduction of the two types of \jJuX~. Borgen 
claims that Philo in his view of creation of humanity is giving a thoroughly 
Platonic interpretation. Philo may have understood the first type of soul as part 
of the invisible world that he describes in De Opijicio Mundi 19. Philo 
contends, "He [God] constituted and brought to completion a world discernible 
only by the mind, and then, with that for a pattern, the world which our senses 
can perceive." He argues that this pattern of creation is not another place, but 
is the realm of creation in the mind of God. God in his wisdom created the 
45 See Opif 135 (0 yap EVE¢U01l0EV OUOEV DV eTEpov ~ TTVEU\JO eEIOV), 139, and Plant. 19f. 
4h Cf. similar language in the "Doctrine of Two Spirits" in I QS 3-4. 
47 See Opif 69. 
48 See Can! 81. See also Del. 99. 
49 See Opif 77. Philo argues that the human soul is a life form open to the invisible 
entrance of God's spirit and that it is the dwelling place of God. This may indicate the 
possibility that some other type of spirit was able to take up residence in the human soul: see 
Cller. 98-\ 00. 
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pattern for all existence prior to beginning the creation of the universe. 5o While 
at first it may appear that is the case, it seems upon scrutiny, as Borgen himself 
suggests, that Philo is trying to be an exegete of Scripture. 51 
Although creation, exclusive of humans, could be understood to be Plato's 
World of Forms, it should also be considered that Philo might have been 
drawing on Exodus 25.9-27.9 in which the pattern of the greater Tabernacle in 
the heavens is used to build the Tabernacle for God to dwell on the earth. 
Kugel argues that Philo's alleged use of the Platonic World of Forms is best 
interpreted in terms of a very Jewish concept of the pre-existence of the world 
prior to the establishing of the earth.52 A possible explanation for Philo's 
interpretation is that he has discovered what appears to be a problem in the 
biblical text concerning the story of the creation of humanity, since it occurs in 
the back-to-back text of Genesis 1.27 and 2.7. As any Jewish sage would do, 
he has chosen to expand the meaning of the text in traditional Jewish fashion. 
We have now set out in Philo's work, therefore, the origin of the heavenly 
~UXrl (Gen 1.26) and the creation of humanity (Gen 2.7).53 
7.3.1 The Immortality of the Soul 
The immortality of the ~UXrl is a significant concept for Philo in several places 
in his writing. 54 Despite some points of apparent contradiction, Philo sees the 
origin of the soul in God as a key to the indestructibility of the ~UXrl.55 In 
50 See in particular Opif. 25, ei OE TO ~EPOS eiKWV eiKOVOS, O~AOV CHI Kat TO OAOV ("Now if 
the part is an image of an image, it is manifest that the whole is so also"). Here Philo states 
that if man is an image then creation itself must be an image. See also Jubilees 2.2, here the 
author is speaking of God (my brackets): "which He hath prepared in the knowledge (of 
creation) of His heart." This may be interpreted as a pre-existent universe in the heart (mind) 
of God. Cf. 1 QS 111.15 - "From the God of knowledge stems all there is and all there shall be. 
Before they existed he established their entire design." 
51 See Borgen, Philo, An Exegete, 11. 
52 See Kugel, Traditions of the Bible, 58. Cf. Sir 24.9-10, Wis 9.8,1 Enoch 14.16-20, T. of 
Led 3.4-6, 11QPs-Hymn to the Creator. See also Runia, "Philo in Early Christian 
Literature," 75-7. Runia describes Philo's "patterns" as the same typology used in Hebrews 
and the Gospel of John. He also points out the striking similarity of Philo's pre-creation world 
with that written in Gen Rab. 1: 1. See also Romans 1 :20 and Hebrews 8:5 and 9:23f. 
5JSee Opif. 134f, Philo is drawing a clear distinction between the creation accounts in 
Genesis I and 2. 
54 See for example Opif. 154f; Con! 176f; Somn. 1.181; Cller. 114. The concept of an 
indestructible soul plays a key role in Philo's view of the death of humans and the possibility 
of "possession." 
ss See Marcus' comments of Philo's methodology in his introduction to QG ix-x. 
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Quaestiones et Solutiones in Genesin 3.11, he argues that Genesis 15.15 is 
describing the immortality of the ~uX~. Abraham is told by God, "you shall go 
to your fathers with peace, nourished in good old age," indicating that at the 
point of death the soul leaves the mortal body and returns to its place of 
origin. 56 Philo interprets "go to your fathers" as referring to another life 
without a body, and to the place of origin of the soul as being with God in the 
heavenly realm. 57 Philo may have been influenced on this point by Plato's view 
in Phaedo 64C in which Socrates and Simmias are discussing death: 
"We believe, do we not, that death is the separation of the soul from the body, and that the 
state of being dead is the state in which the body is separated from the soul and exists alone 
by itself and the soul is separated from the body and exists alone by itself? Is death anything 
other than this?" "No, it is this," said he. 
Plato argues that upon the death of the person, the soul will separate from the 
body and continue its existence. 58 The Poem of Empedocles frag 115 offers a 
similar interpretation of the existence of the soul. The text describes the 
journey of the soul while in the body. The soul is in exile from its proper place 
and, wandering about the earth, it feels like a foreigner, an alien from God: 59 
There is an oracle of necessity, an ancient decree of the gods, eternal, sealed with broad oaths: 
whenever one, in his sins, stains his dear limbs with blood ... by misdeed, swears falsely, the 
daemons (that is) who have won long-lasting life, he wanders for thrice ten thousand seasons 
away from the blessed ones, growing to be all sorts of forms of mortal things through time, 
interchanging the hard paths of life. I too am now one of these, an exile from the gods and a 
wanderer, trusting in mad strife. 
56 See Leaman, Evil and Suffering, 36. In his discussion, Leaman argues that Philo is 
following what appears to be a common belief at the time concerning the immortality of the 
soul that at death, it ascends to a place of origin, although, somewhere imprecise. 
57 Philo appears to change his position on this concept of life after death on several 
occasions. See QG 3.2. But it is clear from a synopsis of his ideas that life after death is 
attributed to the individual's choices during life in the mortal body. 
58 See Plato, LCL, vol. 1. In Phaedo, Socrates raises an argument for the immortality of 
the soul because of an apparent view that upon death of the person the soul was destroyed and 
vanished into nothingness. Cf. the Poem of Empedocles, which claims the soul, after passing 
from creature to creature, will eventually wear out and pass away, See Brad Inwood, The 
Poem of Empedocles: A Text and Translation H'ith an Introduction (Toronto: University of 
Toronto. 1992). 53. 
59 Ibid., 208. This sounds similar to the peri cope in Lk II :24-26 in reference to the 
unclean spirit, which. when it goes out of a body, searches for a place of rest. The reference is 
also similar to Paul speaking in Ephesians 2: 19, referring to those who have found the truth of 
God and are now capable of moving on to the realm where God is upon the death of the 
mortal body. 
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From these two examples, we can suggest that there was a singular concept of 
what happens to the soul upon the death of an individual beginning as early as 
the fifth century B.C.E. in some Greek philosophical circles. If the person had 
remained virtuous, he or she had the opportunity to return to the place of the 
gods. Nevertheless, as we see in the Poem of Empedocles, those individuals 
who stain themselves with sin return to another life in the body. However, it 
was generally thought that the ~uX~ was capable of existing on its own in a 
realm apart from the material world. 60 
The issue of purity plays a key role in Philo's concept of the immortality of 
the soul. In De Somniis 1.135f. Philo thinks the human ~uX~ and the beings of 
heavenly realm are the same category of being (i.e. souls that do not enter the 
human realm); both are invisible, not to be apprehended by the senses. In De 
Plantatione 14, Philo states that because of their proximity to the earth some of 
the ~uXO:' are drawn to the corporeal realm and descend into human bodies of 
the earth-born for a fixed period. Philo refers to this in De Somniis 1.138: "Of 
these souls some, such as have earthward tendencies and material tastes, 
descend to be fast bound in mortal bodies, while others ascend, being selected 
for return according to the numbers and periods determined by nature." Added 
to the equation of the incorporeal and incorruptible nature of the human soul is 
its second nature. This second nature is one made of clay, corruptible and 
susceptible to the desires of the flesh. However, Philo argued that there is hope 
for these souls who have lost their way. He is perhaps following Plato's 
thought in Phaedrus 248-250. Plato argues that all souls are in the presence of 
God prior to becoming human and have beheld the nature of the true being. 
The ~uX~ does this in order to be prepared with knowledge of the Divine in the 
event that it should pass into a human body. Thus, Plato believed that all 
humans have a soul that has spent time in the presence of the Divine prior to 
entering the material realm and taking on a corporeal body.61 The acquisition 
of this knowledge allows the soul to escape the "torrents" of the flesh. 
Nevertheless, in Philo's opinion there is a fixed time that the soul must spend 
60 Cf. Louis Gernet, The Anthropology oj Ancient Greece (trans. John Hamilton, S. J. and 
Blaise Nagy: Baltimore: Johns Hopkins, 1981). Gernet argues: "There is no expression of a 
firm belief in the soul's immortality" in any of the pre-Hellenistic literature. 
61 Cf. Gig. 20. 
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in the body. Philo may have been drawing his concept of fixed time from the 
Jewish idea of structure and order of the universe. 62 However, there are 
parallels in Philo's thought to Plato's concept of fixed time in Phaedrus 248-
49. 63 Plato's notion of the return of the soul to the heavens is quite complex; a 
cyclical period that can span up to ten thousand years. 
Now in all these states, whoever lives justly obtains a better lot, and whoever lives unjustly, a 
worse lot. For each soul returns to the place whence it came in ten thousand years; for it does 
not regain its wings before that time has elapsed, except the soul of him who has been a 
guileless philosopher or a philosophical lover; these, when for three successive periods of a 
thousand years they have chosen such a life, after the third period of a thousand years become 
winged in the three thousandth year and go their way. (Phaedrus 248-49) 
This text contains strong allusions to reincarnation, which would likely have 
created difficulties for Philo. He, of course, would have followed a 
theological/anthropological line III Judaism that will not allow for 
reincarnation (in the Platonic sense), and believed that humanity must learn to 
overcome the passions of the flesh with reason. 64 Otherwise, the ~uX~ is a 
slave to the world and an alien, not a citizen of the heavenly realm, but a 
mortal that is subject to death.65 
Philo argues that the "angelic type" y;ux~ chooses not to take part in earthly 
dwellings (i.e. human body) preferring to dwell in the oie~p region of the 
heavens as the heaven-born. These beings of Philo's world spend their time 
going to and fro seeking divine truth. These are what Philo calls the "purest of 
spirits" (KOeOpOTT]5), which are given charge over humanity as agents of God. 
One might then ask, "Why do all y;uXOt not become human?" Plato's response 
is that only those having lost their way to the divine truth fall to the earth and 
62 See Borgen, Philo, An Exegete, 68. 
63 Colson claims, in his appendix in vol. 5 (p.600 § 138), that Philo is perhaps alluding to 
Plato's idea that the just shall be a part of the corporeal world for three thousand years and the 
unjust up to ten thousand years. 
64 Philo adapts a form of Plato's idea of reincarnation into his anthropology. Philo 
categorizes living humans as those who are caught in the stream of the passions of the flesh 
and those who have sought after the genuine philosophy and avoided contact with the vices. It 
is possible, however, for those who have managed to come out of the stream to again turn 
from the ways of God and fall back into the fleshly desires. These human souls could be 
understood as having been "reincarnated" into a fleshly body if this notion can be compared 
to Plato's cyclical period. 
bS See Opij.. 154f. 
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take on human form. Philo's response, however, may be that they haye kept 
themselves pure from the passions of the flesh. 
Philo's anthropology incorporates a theory of two souls, one that remains 
pure in its relationship to the Divine realm; and the other that has relinquished 
the heavenly quest to pursue the passions of the flesh. Thus, the second type of 
soul is ineligible to remain in the heavenly realm until it has been purified of 
the carnal passions. Philo discusses his anthropology in detail in his 
interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4 in De Gigantibus. 
7.4 De Gigantibus: Philo's Giantology and Anthropology 
There are three main works in the corpus of Philo's writings that include 
material on Genesis 6.1-4. These are De Gigantibus, Quod Deus immutabilis 
sit, and Quaestiones et Solutiones in Genesin. These three treatises present a 
detailed, although at times confusing, discussion of anthropology through the 
story of the angels of God who mate with human women to produce giant 
offspring. Philo's interpretation of the Genesis passage seems to contain 
allusions to the Watcher tradition in 1 Enoch and other 2TP Jewish writings. 
Although it is difficult to determine if he had direct knowledge of the Watcher 
tradition of 1 Enoch, Philo perhaps knew of at least part of the Fallen Angel 
tradition. It does not appear, however, that he intended to move along the 
"giant tradition" (as we know it from BW) in a similar fashion to what we find 
in other early Jewish literature.66 On the contrary, he contends in De 
Gigantibus 58 that the story in Genesis 6.1-4 is not connected to the "myth of 
the poets about the giants" (e.g. the giants of the Hesiod myth or possibly the 
Watcher tradition), but rather a description of the struggles of the journey of 
the human soul. 
The title De Gigantibus gives the reader the impression that the focus of the 
text is the giant offspring. Nevertheless, it is perhaps better identified as a 
discussion of the nature of opposites, a dualistic approach to anthropology in 
first-century C.E. Judaism. In his opening comment in § 1, which compares 
Noah the righteous to the av8pwTToi in Genesis 6.1, Philo implies there is an 
66 For a similar interpretation of the source of evi I. see .f E=rl.J and] Bar 56.10-15. These 
two documents indicate the source of sin and evil is in the Adamic myth. 
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ethical dualism present within humanity.67 He picks up this theme in 
Quaestiones et Solutiones in Genesin 89 (on Gen 6.1) in which he argues that 
the multiplication of humanity is an evil act (i.e. there is an evil element of 
humanity) based on God's action in Genesis 5.32, the introduction of the 
righteous (element) Noah and his sons. It IS through humanity's 
"immeasurable wrongdoing that evil comes," which allows Philo to separate 
God from the responsibility of evil. Philo's De Gigantibus describes the 
journey of the human ~Ux~ as one of personal responsibility for the decisions 
and actions by the individual. These personal choices govern the purity of the 
soul and the person's ability to return to the heavenly realm after his or her 
death and the ~ux~ leaves the body. 
Philo begins to detail his anthropology in §6 in his comments on Genesis 
6.2. He contends that Moses gave the name of angels (aYYEAOI) to what Greek 
philosophers called daemons (ool~6v\O:).68 These beings are the souls (~UXOI) 
"which fly and hover in the air." 'fuxoi are just one type of being that Philo 
suggests fill every division of the universe; the earth contains the living beasts, 
the fire contains the fire-born,69 and heaven contains the stars. The angels, or 
daemons, are the living beings that fill the air. Although they are invisible to 
our senses, these souls can be perceived by the mind only, so "that like may be 
discerned by like." 
Philo contends that the air plays a key role in the existence of the soul. He 
argues in De Gigantibus 11 that the air (Cx~p) is able, through Divine direction, 
to "bring forth living beings, since to it the seeds of vitality have been 
committed through the special bounty of the creator." The air contains a host 
of bodiless souls, mighty beings (ouva~EI5), which are made up of at least two 
67 See discussion of ethical dualism in chapter 6, Excursus: Dualism in Relevant Qumran 
Fragments. 
68 Interestingly, in Philo's discussion of the angels and daemons, he ignores the negative 
LXX references to daemons. Why has he chosen to compare the angels to the daemons of the 
Greek philosophers and not the demons of the Jewish bible? Does this show his ignorance of 
the presence of these beings in the Old Testament, or perhaps does it reveal the inaccurate 
adoption of the term demon by Christianity? It has been argued (see Alexander, "Demonology 
in the DSS." 350-51) that there was no demonology in the exilic/pre-exilic periods of Israelite 
history, howevcr. how then do we address the spirits sent by God to punish or afflict humans. 
Furthermore, must wc understand demons (i.e. spirits) as evil in this period or can demons be 
understood in the Greek sense of the daemon as a "watcher"? 
69 Cf. Plant. 12. Aristotle. Hist .. -In. V. 552b, and Euripides fragmenta 943, Strabo 
Geographica 13.4 11. 
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groups of \fJuxex 1. 70 The first group seems to be disposed to seek after a human 
body in which to occupy. The second group has a "diviner constitution" with 
no desire to enter the physical realm. These are what philosophers call heroes, 
those same beings whom Moses refers to as aYYEAol. 71 The aYYEAol are 
described as messengers who carry words back and forth between humanity 
and the divine.72 It is clear that Philo is very much aware of the spiritual beings 
(forces) that are constantly at work in the heavenly realm. 
It is from the first group described above (see previous section) that we find 
a comparison with the Watcher tradition in Philo. He interprets the bene 
elohim in a fashion similar to the LXX as the angels of God (01 aYYEAol TOU 
SEOU).73 However, the comparison is in name only, not in respect of their 
actions. The Watcher tradition has described the "angels of God" as a group of 
rebellious angels who have entered the human realm to fornicate with women. 
Philo interprets the aYYEAol of Genesis 6.2 as \fJuxexl that descend to the earth 
to take on a human body.74 Ifwe attempt to compare Philo's interpretation with 
the Watcher tradition, then his understanding would indicate a physical 
possession of a human body by an angelic spirit. However, it appears that is 
not his intention. The souls that descend to take on human flesh are merely 
that, human.75 
Within Philo's description of the human \fJux~, we find two categories of 
humans which are based upon his ethical dualism (Gig. 13-14). The first \fJux~ 
70 Plant. 14. 
71 Ibid. If we compare this section with §6, it seems to indicate that Philo understood the 
Greek heroes to be the same as the daemons. 
72 Cf. Gig. 12, "They are consecrated and devoted to the service of the Father and Creator 
whose wont it is to employ them as ministers and helpers, to have charge and care of mortal 
man. " 
73 Cf. ayyeAoi for U'iOI TOU 8eou in Aldina and Sixtina editions. See also A-72, 56, 75-458, 
71, 121-392, 55, and 509. 
74 See the discussion above of the possibility of the angel's involvement in the creation of 
humanity, p. 210. 
75 There are hints of possession by an "evil spirit" in Somn. 1.139. This passage describes 
souls that have previously been bound in the human body but have since ascended back to the 
heavenly realm. They then long "for familiar and accustomed ways of mortal life, and again 
retrace their steps" back to the tomb of a body. This text presents two possible lines of 
interpretation to the reader: (I) Philo believes in reincarnation, or (2) what we have in this 
passage is a case of possession by an "evil one." In terms of Philo's allegorical method, this 
passage could simply be describing someone who had the opportunity to be purified and 
return to the community, but chose to continue in pursuit of the pleasures of the flesh. 
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descends to the earth to take on human flesh,76 but it is caught up in the 
"rushing torrent"77 of the human passions, which in turn results in the 
corruption of the ~uX~ and it is no longer able to return to the heavenly realm 
(§ 13).78 Such a soul seeks no wisdom with which it can overcome the passions 
of the flesh: "they have abandoned themselves to the unstable things of chance, 
none of which has aught to do with our noblest part, the soul or mind." The 
second category of ~uX~ is the one who descends to the earth to take on human 
flesh but is able to rise above the current of the passions. This soul seeks the 
wisdom of "genuine philosophy" (Judaism) in order to regain the immortal and 
incorporeal existence in the presence of the Divine, keeping him or herself 
apart from the passions and remaining pure (§ 14).79 
In Legum Allegoria 11.6, Philo describes what may be understood as good 
and evil inclinations within the individual human soul. He identifies them as 
the irrational and rational portions of the soul. The irrational portion is the 
senses and passions, which as stated above, if abused can result in the breaking 
of the Law and the corruption of the individual. The rational portion of the 
soul is reason. It is by reason that the soul controls the passions and permits 
the individual to seek the wisdom of genuine philosophy (Leg. 70).80 
In De Opijicio Mundi 79f., Philo argues that the purpose of humankind, 
once created, was "to spend his or her days without toil or trouble surrounded 
by an abundance of all that was needed." He goes on to state that if the 
irrational pleasures are able to control the ~uX~ of a person, then punishment 
will occur in the present life and it will affect the immortality of the person. He 
lists those things that will bring destruction if they are sought after or are 
76 Cf. Somn. 1.138; Plant. 14. 
77 Cf. the torrents of 1 QH8 XI 29, 32. 
78 Opif. 152 describes bodily pleasure as the "beginning of wrongs and violation of the 
law," thus bringing impurity upon the individual. The fulfilment of these pleasures results in a 
life of mortality and corruption. See also QG 51 f in which Philo argues that the person who 
follows after the pleasures makes light of the commands of God. 
79 It is possible that this description of the two categories of souls is part of Philo's 
apology for Judaism. This portion of text seems to allude to ideas familiar to us from Qumran 
material and the ability of an individual to be transformed out the natural realm into the 
supernatural realm in angelic fashion. 
80 Philo describes the human soul as threefold: the seat of reason (the head- reason), the 
seat of high spirit (the heart-passion), and the seat of desire (the abdomen-lust). Each of these 
regions has an attached virtue, which helps it over come evil desires. Reason has prudence, 
which hclps the soul know what and what not to do. The passion of the heart has courage and 
the lust of dcsire is given self-mastery, which is to heal the desires (Leg. 70). 
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allowed to take hold of the soul: desire for glory, wealth, power to control life, 
fear, folly, cowardice, and the worst - injustice. The rational 'lJuXrl seeks to be 
the dwelling place for God. For this to be accomplished, the human must seek 
the virtues of the divine that Philo identifies in Quaestiones et Solutiones in 
Genesin 99 as continence, frugality, prudence, courage, and most important -
justice. 
Philo's description of vices (Opif. 79) and virtues (QG 99) and the list 
thereof found in 1 QS 3 and 4 are remarkably alike in three particular respects. 81 
First, the concept of two spirits within humanity in 1 QS 3 is noticeably similar 
to Philo's concept of a rational and irrational entity within the human soul. 82 
Second, we note the inclusion of similar lists of vices and virtues found in 1 QS 
4 3-6 (virtues) and 9-11 (vices). These traits, depending on the path the spirit 
chooses to follow, can lead the human into the divine realm or to destruction 
and recall Philo's opinions expressed in De Gigantibus 12-17. Third, the 
notion that the sins and unrighteousness of a person can be atoned for by 
heeding the counsel of the community is present in Philo's writings and in the 
DSS. Here we may note particularly Philo's discussion of the 9spcxrrsuTcxI in 
De Vita Contemplativa. These people are members of an isolated community 
who are described as "healers" of the soul. According to Philo, the task of the 
9spcxrrsuTcxI is to bring healing to the soul that is oppressed by the vices of the 
flesh. 83 The 9spcxrrsuTcxI do this by giving wisdom to the person that will guide 
him or her back to the divine truth. 84 
81 See James H. Charlesworth et aI., eds., The Dead Sea Scrolls Hebrew, Aramaic, and 
Greek Texts with English Translations, Rule of the Community and Related Documents (vol. 1 
of Princeton Theological Seminary Dead Sea Scrolls Project; Tubingenl Louisville: J. C. B. 
Mohr (Paul Siebeck)IWestminster John Knox, 1994), 12-18. 
82 See Opi[. 73-74; Deus. 4, and Gig. 34-38. Cf. 1 QS 4 2-8 which describes the 
characteristics of what could be understood as the "good inclination" (spirit of truth - Philo's 
rational mind?), spirit of meekness, patience, compassion, goodness, etc. 1 QS 4 9-14 describe 
characteristics that could be understood as the "evil inclination" (spirit of deceit - Philo's 
irrational mind?), greed, injustice, wickedness, falsehood, pride, etc. 
83 There is very little textual evidence in the DSS that refers to the actual healing of an 
individual. See e.g. 4Q266 frag 6.1.Sf.; 4Q196 and 197 (Tobit); lQ20 20 16--22 (Genesis 
Apocryphon); 4Q242; and possibly 4QSll frag 8. 
84 See also Opi[. ISSf. Philo refers to the soul that continues to succumb to the pleasures of 
the flesh and does not seek help from the 9apa1faUTai. These souls are subject to banishment 
from the heavenly realm and possible death of the soul. Cf. 4Q417 frag 2.1.16f (4Q418 43, 
44, 45.1.13). In this document, the one who leads the person back into the "divine" is the 
Angel of Light. See also 1 QS 3 20f. 
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Philo's concept of the human soul envisions two interrelated sets of 
dualism. There are two categories of spirit which originate in the heavenly 
realm. The soul that has nothing to do with the earthly realm remains as a 
messenger of God. The other cannot resist the draw of the human flesh and 
descends to take on a human body. Within this category of soul, there are 
again two types. The first is swallowed up by the pleasures of the flesh and 
succumbs to the vices that come with them. The second type finds the strength 
to continue to seek the divine through genuine philosophy and will some day 
return to the heavenly realm to be once again in the service of God. 
7.4.1 Angels and Daemons 
In De Gigantibus 16, Philo continues to press the theme of ethical dualism. He 
argues that aYYEAOI, OCXI!..I0VICX, and \jJUXCXI are "different names for the same 
one underlying object," which we must assume is \jJUX~.85 Each of the three 
categories of beings has dualistic characteristics; there are good and bad 
angels, demons, and souls. It is within this section that we have the most likely 
allusion to the Watcher tradition. Philo appears to argue against the existence 
of evil spirits by ordering his readers "You will cast from you that most 
grievous burden, the fear of demons or superstition." While at first sight it may 
be difficult to identify the Jewish Watcher tradition as the source for the fear 
of demons, there does not appear to be anything within the Greek tradition that 
would have given rise to such a notion. 86 This fact may suggest that Philo had 
some knowledge of the Watcher tradition, with its story of the origin of evil 
spirits. 87 However, it is likely that he disagreed with this interpretation of 
Genesis 6, a matter reflected in his neglect or dismissal of daemons as evil 
spirits in De Gigantibus. 88 
85 Cf. Somn. 140-141; QE 13. 
86 I f we accept the idea that daemons and heroes are one and the same in Philo's thought, 
there is nothing within the history of their existence that indicates fear or superstition would 
be associated with them. Following their death, they are understood as semi-divine beings 
that are guardians of the living. Daemon is identified as a genie or as a divine being, but, 
generally, it does not carry negative connotations. 
87 See John Dillon, "Philo's Doctrine of Angels," in Two Treatises oj Philo oj Alexandria 
(BJS 25; ed. David Winston and John Dillon; Chico, CA.: Scholars, 1983),204. Dillon argues 
that Philo may be acquainted with something of the tradition on which 1 Enoch depends. 
S8 He may argue for the existence of the evil influence of demons in Gig. 3 where he 
claims that creation follows the theory of the existence of opposites; because there are good 
angels, there must exist evil angels. 
Philo of Alexandria: Interpreting Genesis 6.1-4 228 
A second point of comparison with the Watcher tradition is found at the end 
of De Gigantibus 16 in which Philo identifies "those [angels] who are unholy 
and unworthy of the title." John Dillon suggests that Philo may be concerned 
with the Fallen Angels (of Genesis 6.2) who are no longer "ambassadors 
backwards and forwards between men and God . . . but are those who are 
unholy and unworthy of the title."89 Philo contends these are the angels in 
Psalm 77.49 (LXX), the aYYEAwv TTOVllPWV, evil angels (C~ l'1 ~:::J~ ~~). He 
argues these "evil ones" are pretending to be angels, angels who do not pursue, 
with reason, the virtues of the divine. Instead, they "court the pleasures which 
are born of men, pleasures mortal as their parents, pleasures endowed not with 
the true beauty, which the mind alone can discern, but with the false 
comeliness, by which the senses are deceived."90 
De Gigantibus 16 is perhaps one of the most significant passages in this 
treatise and at the same time one of the most confusing. If we are to understand 
that Philo is talking about the "evil angels" of Psalm 77, while at the same time 
identifying them as human souls, he has taken the verse completely out of 
context (this is not to say he has misunderstood the passage, but rather he has 
read the passage in a very distinctive way). The angels of Psalm 77.49 are the 
angels of God's wrath who function as agents of divine punishment sent 
against evil humanity.91 If he is identifying these angels as evil human souls, 
which in keeping with his view in § 12 must be the case,92 then it is possible to 
conclude that he believes that God will use wicked humanity in his divine 
economy. 
There appear to be other possible parallels between his interpretation of 
Genesis 6.2 and the Watcher tradition. He identifies the daughters of humanity 
(t:li~i1 r"J~) as the pleasures of the mortal flesh.93 These pleasures have 
89 Ibid., 200. We should keep in mind that the angels in the Watcher tradition are known to 
have transformed into humans on occasion. It is possible that this transformation had some 
influence upon Philo's interpretation of the angelic \fJuxai transforming into human form to 
pursue the human passions. 
90 Cf. 1 Enoch 8.1. 
91 Philo is very much aware of the existence of such beings. He identifies them as 
KoAaoTllPlo5 in Sa cr. 132 and Spec. 1.307. 
92 Valentin Nikiprowetsky, "Sur Une Lecture Demonologique De Philo D'Alexandria, De 
Gigantibus 6-11," in Hommage a Georges "ajda: Etudes D'histoire ('{ de Pensee Juives (ed. 
G. Nahon and C. Touati; Leuven-Paris: Peeters. 1980). 
93 Cf. Deus. 3. Philo seems to imply the presence of actual angels in the Genesis 6.4 
passage. He describes them as "messengers of falsehood" (\fJeuoayyeAOU\ITUJV - false angels of 
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seduced the "evil ones" with every possible human pleasure imaginable (Gig. 
18).94 At first glance, these evil ones appear to be those which are described in 
1 Enoch 6. However, § 19, "Among such as these [beings in § 17-18] then it is 
impossible that the spirit of God should dwell and make forever its habitation," 
clearly identifies them as human (Gen 6.3): "My spirit shall not abide forever 
among men, because they are flesh," (see discussion of the interpretation of 
1"\ ch. 3, 3.2.3).95 In §29, Philo suggests the spirit of God cannot abide 
permanently in the soul of a human because it is flesh which results in 
ignorance. He argues that the ignorance caused by the flesh prevents the 
wisdom of the divine from coming to its fullness in the human soul. He 
suggests that things of everyday life (marriage, rearing of children, poverty, 
and the business of private and public life) prevent the "flower of wisdom" 
from coming to full bloom in the soul, and maintains that souls that are free 
from the flesh (aoopKol) and body (aow\JoTol) spend their time without 
hindrance seeing and hearing things divine (Gig. 31). 
The daemon, also considered a ~uX~, appears to be In a class by itself, 
although Philo leaves its role somewhat ambiguous. The role of the daemon in 
Greek writings is usually classified as a divine being, an impersonal power, 
agent of fate, or a god. Daemons operated in the human sphere on behalf of the 
Olympian gods. 96 Philo equated the daemon with the Jewish idea of angel, a 
Gig. 17), which could be understood as the Watchers of 1 Enoch 16.3. He again uses dualistic 
language of light and darkness (01 TOU OKOTOUS") to distinguish between the soul that uses 
reason to seek wisdom and the soul that seeks the "nerveless and emasculated passions." Philo 
argues that the "and after that" of Genesis 6.4 is referring back to the departure of the Divine 
spirit from humans, and that when the Divine spirit departs the human, the ~uX~ joins up with 
the "daughters of humanity" to produce vices which are not godly. 
94 This may be an allusion to the Watcher tradition in Jubilees, where the women are 
assigned blame for seducing the angels with their comeliness. 
95 Philo omits TOt/TOIS" from his version of the LXX text of Gen 6.3, which indicates he is 
not looking at a specific group of men. He reinforces this thought in §20, "the spirit 
sometimes stays awhile, but it does not abide forever among us, the mass of men (TOIS" 
TToAAo'i., ~~'iv)." 
96 It is possible that this was the role of the Watcher angels in 1 Enoch and Jubilees prior 
to their fall. For discussion of the oal~c.uv in Greek literature, see Lars Albinus, "The Greek 
cSal~c.uv Between Mythos and Logos" in Demons. The Demonology of Israelite-Jewish alld 
Early Christian Literature in Context of their Environment (eds. Armin Lange, Hermann 
Lichtenberger and K. F. Diethard Romheld; Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2002), 425-446; 
Bernard Dietrich, Death. Fate. and the Gods: The Development of a Religious Idea ill Greek 
Popular BeliiI and ill Homer (University of London Classical Studies 3; London: Athlone. 
1967); and Soren Skovgaard Jensen. Dualism and Demonology: The Function of Demonology 
ill Pythagorean and Platonic Thought (Copenhagen: Munksgaard, 1966). See e.g. use of 
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mediator of knowledge between God and humanity. Soteriologically speaking, 
the daemon represented a mediator between the state of unrighteousness and 
impurity in the cycle of reincarnation and at the same time mediated a state of 
purity and justification, which brought about a return of the individual to the 
region of the Divine. This second function was probably Philo's understanding 
of the daemon, since this being had the ability to lead the human back from a 
fleshly existence to his or her intended angelic state in the realm of the Divine. 
7.4.2 Philo's "Giantology" 
As we have seen, the giants of the Watcher tradition are described as spiritual 
beings that were born with a human type of body. They belong to one of three 
categories of spirit (angel, human, and giant) within BW that can be identified 
as distinct from the Spirit of God. The giants are seen as categorically evil 
because they are an illegitimate mix of human and angel. Their function in the 
physical world of 1 Enoch was to destroy humanity. Following their death, 
their purpose as evil spirits was to tempt humans and to draw them away from 
God. 
Philo has clearly offered a major reinterpretation of the Genesis 6.1-4 
passage in comparison with the tradition found in 1 Enoch. It is therefore 
possible to say that the relationship between B Wand De Gigantibus should not 
be conceived as one of "positive influence." Although it is possible that Philo 
was familiar with the Watcher tradition, or some form of it, it seems that any 
possible influence it had in reality encouraged him to write a corrective to 1 
Enoch. If Philo is being corrective, he is not necessarily opposed to the entire 
Watcher tradition, but specifically against the first century idea that evil spirits 
are the cause of human suffering. Philo therefore has set out his interpretation 
of what the giants are in reference to corruption of humanity. 
The giants of Philo should not be understood as either physical or spiritual 
entity. Rather, the offspring of the angels of God and the daughters of 
humanity, "nerveless and emasculated passions," are the irrational vices (Deus. 
4). The task of these giants is to create discord within the individual and the 
oa'l~wv as a synonym for SeDS' Homer's Iliad 1.222, 3.420; "departed heroes" in Hesiod 
Opera et Dies 121-28; a being somewhere between the departed heroes and the gods 
("watchers over humanity") in Plutarch De E aplld Delphos 390E; "guardian angel" in Plato's 
Timaells 90a and aya90u5 oai~ova5 in Gig. 16. See also Sorensen, Possession and Exorcism. 
80-84. 
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community. These vices result in an internal conflict within the human soul 
that holds him or her beneath the water in the torrent of the stream. The human 
must avoid the "pleasures which are akin to the body" (Gig. 34) and live as the 
"true man," the one who lives the life of virtue not "compounded of soul and 
body."97 Humans must avoid anything that will ignite the lusts of the flesh and 
"embrace that spirit of frugal contentment which is the friend of virtue rather 
than things that belong to the body" (Gig. 35). Philo indicates that the vices are 
numerous and represent a deadly threat to humans; as he contends in §35, "let 
us subdue the vast and countless host of her deadly foes. "98 
Though Philo does not regard his giants as evil spirits, we can perhaps draw 
a possible comparison between the giants of the Watcher tradition and the 
giants of De Gigantibus, since both threaten the survival of humanity. The 
giant of 1 Enoch is considered a physical threat while it occupies a body (l En 
7.3-5) and later becomes a spiritual threat to the soul of an individual by 
physical affliction or drawing him or her away from God (l En 15.11-12; 
19.1). Philo's giants represent a similar threat to the spiritual survival of 
humanity in that they bring out or contribute to the impurity of an individual, 
which results in his or her inability to enter into the region of the Divine. Both 
traditions imply human duty and responsibility to reject the advances of the 
giants (although Jub 10 puts the case more strongly than either 1 En or Philo). 
The spirits of giants in the Watcher tradition represent an external threat, 
which operates against the internal good inclination of the individual. Philo's 
giants correspond to the internal pleasures of the flesh that are allowed to 
operate, or not operate, by the irrational and rational sides of the soul. These 
pleasures drive the individual to seek external vices. 99 De Gigantibus 37-38 
indicates there are external vices that easily draw the soul away from its goal 
of purity and holiness in the presence of the Divine. These vices include 
money, glory, or bodily strength. Philo argues that these things are not in and 
of themselves evil, but will become a vice to the individual if they are pursued 
97 This statement seems to imply that Philo is talking about the ~UXrl who has not joined 
with human flesh, but remains in the region of the air. 
98 Philo argues in Opif. 81 that there is a war going on in the human soul between the vices 
and virtues. 
99 It may be implied in Opif. 160 that there are forces at work alongside the "pleasures" 
that may be understood as demonic forces: "pleasure employs ten thousand champions and 
defenders. who have undertaken to look after her and to defend her." 
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(Gig. 35).100 He implies in §31 that those who pursue pleasures are not being 
obedient to the Law, thus they cannot be endowed with the Divine spirit. lol 
Philo encourages his readers to avoid the pitfall that the angels of God fell 
into by pursuing the daughters of humanity, the irrational pleasures (Gig. 40). 
He instructs them not to be moved from the "rank in God's array where they 
that are so posted must all seek to be the bravest, nor desert to pleasure, the 
cowardly and invertebrate, pleasure who harms her friends and helps her 
enemies" (Gig. 43). For the individual to accomplish this he or she must seek 
out the true beauty of virtue, which will "bind you fast to the object of your 
desire." By doing this the individual will remain with the fullness of God near 
him or her (Gig. 47). 
7.5 Conclusion 
In De Gigantibus 58, Philo attempts to reveal the true meaning of the Genesis 
6.1-4 passage. He declares it is not a myth about the giants (although he is 
likely referring to the giants [or Titans] of Homer and Hesiod), but rather 
Moses' account of three levels of humanity, the earth-born, the heaven-born, 
and the God-born. The earth-born are those ~uxal who take part in the 
pleasures of the body, not concerning themselves with the virtues of the holy 
life. 102 The heaven-born are lovers of learning, those who remain in the 
heavenly realm pursuing the things of the mind. The God-born are priests and 
prophets who refuse to enter into the worldly sector of humanity, but chose to 
remain as "freemen of the commonwealth of Ideas" (§61). Philo offers 
Abraham as an example of the men of God who through his study of the upper 
world of heaven was transformed in what can be described as "angelmorphic" 
100 Cf. I QS 4. 9-11. This text lists the characteristics of a person who walks in the paths of 
darkness. 
101 Cf. Opif. 152; Philo argues that bodily pleasure is the beginning of the violation of the 
Law - for the sake of pleasure men bring upon themselves the life of mortality and 
wretchedness in lieu of immortality. This may have affinities with 1 Enoch 15.3-4 in which 
the angels give up their immortality for pleasure with human women. 
102 It is possible that §60-61 serve as part of Philo's apology of Judaism. The three types 
of~uxai may represent three people groups in Philo's day. The earth-born appear to represent 
the pagans of society (Egyptians?); the heaven-born may represent the Greek philosophers; 
and the God-born may represent Israel, priests and prophets. 
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language. 103 This is Philo's encouragement to all his readers: they should 
follow the example of Moses and Abraham and seek the transformation into 
the divine realm, forever in the fullness of God. I04 
The following chart reveals how Philo and the Book of Watchers differ in 
their presentation of the key figures in the Genesis 6.1-4 passage. 
Philo 1 Enoch Watcher Tradition 
Equates human soul and spirit Unclear if soul and spirit are the 
same 
Soul is identified as human, Soul is part of human (only?)105 
angel, daemon 
Body - human only Body - human and giane06 
Spirit - human, angel, and Spirit - human, giant, and angel l07 
daemon 
Giants - not seen as physical nor Giants - physical and spiritual 
spirit being J08 
Giants - internal vices that tempt Giants - spirits that tempt 
humanity humanity l09 
Humans - physical and spiritual Humans - physical and spiritual 
being, can be angelic being 
One type of soul/spirit outside of Three types spirits outside of God -
God angel, evil spirit, and human 
Spirit - Good or evil on 3 levels Good and evil angels, evil spirits of 
the giants, neutral human spirit (?) 
Angelic type beings that are Angels described as stars in the 
celestial bodies Animal Apocalypse 
Good/evil angels - can transform Good/evil angels - can take on 
to human human form 110 
Good/evil humans - can become Good/possibly evil humans - cannot 
angelic be angelic lll 
103 Cf. Opif. 77; see also Somn. 1.140 which describes the transformation of humanity to 
the realm of "perfect purity and excellence" with the angels of the ruler of the universe. 
104 See Somn. 1.143: Philo describes Moses in angelic language. 
105 See 1 Enoch 9.3, 10; 22.3; 4Q530 2 1 
106 See 1 Enoch 15.8 
107 See (for human) 1 Enoch 20.3; 22.3, 9, II, 13; (for giants) 15.9; Jubilees 10.7, 11; (for 
angels) 1 Enoch 13.6; 15.7 
108 See Jubilees 15.8, 9 and possibly Sibylline Oracles 1.105. 
109 See 1 Enoch 15.12; Jubilees 7.27; 10.7, II. 
110 See 1 Enoch 19.1 and 86.3. 
III See 1 Enoch 19.2; Jubilees 4.15-implied evil humanity in the seduction of the angels. 
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Philo 1 Enoch Watcher Tradition 
No giant spirits Evil spirit of giants - unclean mix of 
human/angeJll 2 
In this summary of Philo's giantology and anthropology, we can see clear 
distinctions between his ideas and those of B W, while at the same time some 
overlapping themes are visible. The contrasts begin with Philo's equating of 
the human soul and spirit, while BW is unclear about the identity of the two 
entities; although it is possible, they are one and the same. Philo identifies the 
soul as the key element in the make up of humans, angels, and daemons. BW 
apparently assigns the soul only to humans. The physical body is singled out 
for humans in Philo, while it is given to humans and, for a short period, also to 
the giants. As noted above, the spirit and soul are equated and thus can be 
understood as an element of the human, angel, and daemon. BW identifies a 
spirit in humans, angels, and giants. 
A major contrast between the two traditions appears in their different 
interpretation of the giants. Philo avoids assigning any spiritual element to the 
giants in De Gigantibus. He identifies them symbolically with the pleasures of 
the human body, which bring corruption through vices. B W identifies the giant 
offspring of the angels and women following their demise as evil spirits. The 
work of the giants in both writings is to afflict and tempt humanity in order to 
draw them away from God and his Law. As a result, in both cases humanity is 
corrupted and, consequentially, they are incapable of entering into the divine 
regIOn. 
Some possible overlap exists between Philo's interpretation of Genesis 6.1-
4 and the interpretation found in BW in relation to the concept of angel. Philo 
argues that there is only one form of soul/spirit apart from God. However, 
within this single form he identifies three categories of soul (human, angel, and 
daemon); each of these three categories has good and bad elements. B W 
identifies three distinct spirits apart from God (angel, human, and giant). There 
are good and bad angels, good and bad humans, but there are only bad giants. 
In addition, Philo only understands the giants as a bad element. Philo identifies 
both good and bad angels. Those who remain in the heavenly region in the 
112 See 1 Enoch 15 and 86.6. 
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service of God are good, while those who descend to take on human flesh are 
bad. We can perhaps consider this descent as a transformation to human form 
in order to take part in human pleasures. Similarly in BW, we find the 
Watchers transforming into human form in order to take part in the human 
pleasure of fornication with human women. 
Philo's explanation of physical humanity can be troublesome. Human 
beings apparently begin their existence in the presence of the Divine, but for 
quite ambiguous reasons, they chose to take on physical form. They were once 
angels, but they surrendered their place of communication with the Divine, in 
order to create their own "giants" much the same as the Watchers did when 
they entered into the human realm. Once these ~uxa I take on human form, we 
are not told the odds that they will return to the heavenly region.1I3 We are 
informed only that those who do return do so by dedicating themselves to the 
study of genuine philosophy (i.e. Jewish Law). It is through this study that they 
are purified and able to return to the divine realm. Humanity plays a much 
more passive role in the story in BW. Men and women are victimized to a 
degree by the Watchers, the giants, and eventually by the evil spirits. Their 
only hope appears to be deliverance by God Himself on the Day of Judgment 
when he will destroy evil completely in the cosmos. It is at this point that there 
may be some kind of transformation for humans into an angelic state. 
The interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4 by Philo of Alexandria offers a very 
different representation of the problem of human suffering in the first-century 
C.E. Jewish Diaspora when compared with other (early) Jewish writers. The 
interpretation of the Genesis passage by the author of the B W presented an 
aetiology of evil spirits that was espoused by other Jewish authors and further 
developed as an answer to the problem of evil. However, it appears that Philo 
was not willing to accept this rationale and chose to explain the struggles of 
humanity in light of individual responsibility to overcome temptations of evil. 
Although Philo's writings can appear at times confusing, this can be 
explained in part by the genre and presumed audience of each particular 
113 It is unclear if the Watchers remain in human form until their judgment and destruction 
as is the case with what appears to be a majority of the angels who descend in De Gigantibus 
to take on human form. 
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treatise. 114 While embracing this knowledge, modern readers must recognize 
that Platonic thought was a basis of Philo's method of teaching along with his 
presentation of an exegetical tradition that was consistent with that of the 
Jewish Torah centred worldview in Palestine. Philo has implemented both 
these methods in his interpretation of the biblical text in order to present his 
views concerning the journey of the soul. 
It is evident that Philo's angelology is much more integral to his 
anthropology than in the Watcher tradition, which assumes a more stratified 
universe. As a result, Philo's concept of the human soul identifies two parallel 
dualisms at work (cosmic and ethical dualism). He recognizes two spirits in the 
heavenly realm; one spirit that remains angelic and a second spirit that takes 
on human flesh. The second category of spirit contains two types of souls, one 
that succumbs to the temptation of the flesh and another that seeks to find a 
return to the heavenly realm. This dualism carries with it the sense that the 
responsibility for evil rests with humanity rather than with an external force, 
an opinion common in other writing of the period. I IS It is within this 
understanding of the soul that Philo gives an interpretation of the Genesis 6.1-
4 passage. Our review and comparison thereof with the Watcher tradition 
suggests that he was at least aware of some form of the Watcher tradition of 1 
Enoch and other 2TP writings; and it would seem that he was attempting to 
"correct" such an understanding of the problem of evil and its origins. 
114 See Ellen Birnbaum. The Place of Judaism ill Philo's Thought Israel. Jews. alld 
Prose/rIc.\' (BJS 290; Atlanta: Scholars, 1996), 18f. for discussion of Philo's audience. 
II~ 'See Leg. 2.107. Philo argues that it is for the sake of pleasure that humans do evil acts 
thus reinforcing his idea that evil in the world is ultimately the responsibility of the 
individual. 
Chapter 8 
Results and Conclusions 
Although a great deal of research has been undertaken concerning Genesis 
6.1-4 and the Book of Watchers, the distinctive approach of this thesis lies in a 
detailed and exhaustive examination of the reception of the giant tradition of 
Genesis 6 in BW and its place in the development of Jewish demonology in the 
2TP. Our preceding discussion has asked how the author of B W interpreted the 
story of the bene elohim in Genesis 6.1-4 in order to explain the presence of 
evil spirits and human suffering. Answers to this question have been identified 
in an examination of the biblical and post-biblical traditions within Judaism 
and other non-biblical traditions (i.e. Greek and Near Eastern myths). Within 
this examination, I have endeavoured to present a systematic presentation of 
the evidence that establishes BW, because of its interpretation of Genesis 6.1-
4, as the basis from which a demonology, alongside an anthropology, began to 
develop in the 2TP literature. 
Chapter 2 offers a thorough review of the recent research of B W, which, to 
date, had not been undertaken. As a result, I have presented the various 
conclusions concerning the date, possible sources, and function of B W. This 
examination demonstrates the great scholarly contribution that has been made 
thus far, while at the same time pointing out its shortcomings in relation to the 
interpretation of BW. 
Chapter 3 presents a thorough examination of the difficult terms and 
expressions that are found in Genesis 6.1-4. Each of the four verses contains 
terminology that could result in the passage being construed within the wider 
context of Genesis 6-9. As a result, I have interacted with several works that 
have offered theories concerning the function of the passage in the larger 
Flood narrative. The results suggest that there are several options from which 
the author of BW could have understood the characters as villainous. Within 
the biblical and post-biblical traditions of early Judaism, vanous 
interpretations of belle elohim have been identified (e.g. angels of heaven, 
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Watchers [LXX Dan 4.10, 14,20], archangels [4Q534 ii.18], "angels of the 
nations" [Deut 32.8], and the "host of heaven" [Ps 148.2]). Within the 
examination of these traditions, I offer an extensive presentation of the various 
interpretations of the Genesis passage in the Aramaic Targumim that to date 
have been used little in research on BW. Although it is the consensus of 
scholars that the dating of the Targumim is late, I suggest that the ambiguity of 
the Targumim offer viable options of possible iniquitous interpretations of the 
characters of Genesis 6.1-4 during the 2TP. The knowledge of these various 
traditions allowed the author of BW to elaborate the story of the bene elohim to 
strengthen any negative nuances that the traditions themselves may have 
implied. Within each of these possible identities of the bene elohim, there is a 
strong theme of rebellion by the characters involved. 
Chapters 4 and 5 examine how B W adopted and expanded the motif of the 
bene elohim, which included the introduction (or the taking up) of the 
Shemihazah and Asa'elllnstruction traditions. I have offered a detailed 
examination of the linguistic evidence concerning the names of the two main 
Watcher characters in B W, Shemihazah and Asa' el. As a result, I argue that 
Hanson's suggestion that the Leviticus "Day of Atonement" motif lies behind 
the author's use of the name Asa'el (Azazel) should not be considered original 
to the Aramaic version of B W. I have also argued that the idea that marriage 
has taken place in Genesis 6.2, and subsequently 1 Enoch 6.2, should be 
reconsidered. I contend that, linguistically, it is not apparent or necessary that 
this is the case. If so, then Suter's proposal that B W is a polemic against the 
Jerusalem priesthood for marrying foreign women must be questioned, if not 
rejected. 
Within the Shemihazah and Asa'elllnstruction traditions, we can observe 
clearly the negative effect the action of the angels brought upon themselves, 
humanity, and creation. The action of the Watchers resulted in their 
punishment and removal from any further participation in the cosmos. Their 
removal perhaps suggests that the early Christian tradition that identifies the 
Fallen Angels as demons needs to be reconsidered. The rebellion of the 
Watchers and their sexual contact with humans resulted in the defilement of all 
of creation, which; thereafter, required a ritual cleansing of the earth. 
However, all this is secondary to the introduction of evil spirits into the 
worldview of 2TP Judaism. 
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The sexual relations between the angels and the women produced giant 
offspring, which B W describes as hybrid beings that embodied both the 
physical attributes of humans, and the spiritual nature of the angels. 
Consequently, at the time of their physical death, their spirits, which were 
created in rebellion, continued to roam the earth as evil spirits. However, this 
can only be understood alongside the developing anthropology affirmed in B W, 
owing to its teaching that humans are subject to the actions of these apparently 
stronger "angelic" spirits (see Mk 5.3-4). These evil spirits, like their angelic 
fathers, have the ability to roam the earth unseen, and, because of their corrupt 
nature, continually seek to destroy humanity. Their former physical nature is 
most likely responsible for the implied desire to reoccupy a human body, as 
indicated in BW, although this aspect of possession is identified more clearly 
in the Gospels (see Mk 5.12). Nevertheless, there are indications in the DSS 
that this issue had been addressed earlier and was a concern in the second and 
first centuries B.C.E. 
In chapter 6, I argue that the Watcher tradition was taken up by authors of 
the Qumran material and was further developed in the cosmic and ethical 
dualisms of the Scrolls. The evil spirits develop as a group that operate under 
the leadership of a chief spirit who is known by the names of Belial, Bel iar, 
and Mastema, and who is probably the "Satan" figure in later Christianity. The 
evil spirits in the Scrolls seem to be an adaptation of the Jubilees Watcher 
tradition, which places them within the divine economy as instruments of God 
to punish and test humanity (Jub 10). Within the demonology of the Scrolls, I 
have shown the apparent human susceptibility to attack from evil spirits is due 
to the innate evil inclination within humanity that allows the evil spirits to lead 
the person astray from the path of God. It is because of these developments 
that we see, within the anthropology and demonology of the Scrolls, a need for 
prayers of protection from the affliction and possible possession of humans by 
such spirits. Several of these prayers have revealed a formulaic process of 
incantation that invokes the divine name or other methods of protection against 
the spirits. At the same time, it is understood that humans also have a good 
inclination, which directs them (assisted by spiritual, likely angelic, forces) to 
keep God's commandments. 
Chapter 7 identifies a distinctive stream of thought concerning the affliction 
of "evil spirits" in the works of Philo of Alexandria. The journey of the human 
Results and Conclusions 1.+0 
soul is the central theme of Philo's writings. In De Gigantibus, he describes 
the journey of the soul in the world of temptation and sin in relation to the 
problem of human suffering. Philo's interpretation of Genesis 6.1-4, in 
contrast to the Watcher tradition, offers a distinctly different account of the 
"giants." But it is unclear why Philo's interpretation is significantly different 
to the degree that it is from the older material. It is possible that the 
geographical location of the author of BW influenced his interpretation of the 
Genesis passage, in that the oppression of the nation within the land of Israel 
required such a presentation. Although we know that the Jews of Alexandria 
were, at times, under the oppression of the Egyptians during Philo's lifetime, 
Philo's "giants" do not play the role of oppressor as they are understood to do 
in BW. Philo's interpretation of the passage is derived from his method of 
exegesis and in relation to his anthropology. It is difficult to find a solution to 
Philo's diverse interpretation, except by noting that Philo and the author of BW 
reveal diversity within 2TP Judaism, which may be consistent with the variety 
of Jewish groups that were known to exist. 
The Book of Watchers' author's purpose in expanding the story of the bene 
elohim of Genesis 6 was probably to produce a multifaceted explanation of the 
problem of evil. It is clear, however, that the evil spirits of the giants did 
become the central characters of the story. As a result, Jews may have 
understood them as the force behind the gentile nations that oppressed Israel, 
as supernatural powers driving a corrupt leadership, or as spirits that afflicted 
individuals. Based on the adaptation of the Watcher tradition in subsequent 
Jewish writings (i.e. Pseudepigrapha, DSS, and N.T.), it is clear the spirits of 
the giants assumed an important place in the understanding of human suffering 
and the problem of evil within the developing 2TP demonology and 
anthropology. Consequently, the results of this study may serve as a 
foundation for further investigation of the demonology and anthropology In 
other early Jewish and Christian writings. 
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